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A HIATUS IN THE “CHRISTIAN CENTURY” 
Editorial by GREGORY VLASTOS 


OR many years the Christian Century has earned the right to 

make Christian comment on public issues. On reading the 
editorial ‘The Forbidden Theme,” I am moved to ask: Is it now 
abdicating that right? This featured editorial speaks to a sinister 
symptom of the anti-Christian force in our society, to tell us — 
that it is a “forbidden theme”, and should remain so for the dura- 
tion; that it “ought not to be discussed at all’; that it should be 
left delicately unmentioned behind a veil of ‘amenities and con- 
ventions”. Is this a Christian judgment? 


Karl Barth, for all his dualism, has had the Christian courage 
to say: Anti-Semitism is the sin against the Holy Spirit. The 
Christian Century, constant critic of theological dualism, falls prey 
to an extreme form of moral dualism when, in the presence of a 
burning ethical issue, it declares: “The Jewish problem is not 
primarily a religious problem. It is a racial or social problem.” 


The Russians, for all their atheism, have had the moral cour- 
age to say: Anti-Semitism is an offense against Communism. (The 
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Christian Century’s authority, Mr. Eugene Lyons, records in his 
great contribution to sociology that evidence of anti-Semitism 
constitutes ground for expulsion from the Communist Party. This 
is the land that was the matrix of pogroms before the revolution.) 
Shall Christians say less? Instead of confessing their sin for the 
age-long crucifixion of the Jew, can Christians actually blame the 
excluded for his exclusion, and locate the source of the trouble in 
the “tragic unassimilibility” of the Jew? 


The crisis of the American nation is not, as the Christian 
Century suggests, reason for silencing the voice of conscience, 
but the reverse. The graver the crisis, the greater the need for 
prophetic judgment. In a national crisis ten years ago the German 
church remained silent in the face of Nazi anti-Semitism. When 
we professed astonishment did they not answer: ‘The Jewish 
problem is not a religious problem. It is a racial or social 
problem’? 


THE CENTER PACIFISM AND ANARCHY —— RELIGI- 
OUS FREEDOM — RUSSIAN, PAPAL, AMERICAN —— IS 
THERE A FREE RADIO? POISON WELL AND THE 
DEAN'S BOOK. 


Editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


In this country today there are three divisions of people who 
reflect three distinct political attitudes. All three groups agree 
that the machine age is in the process of knitting men together 
into a new interdependence, but they differ as to how they would 
use this process. 

One group, the Left, in the name of the “revolutionary pro- 
letariat” (a figment of the imagination so far as this country 
goes), would seize political dictatorship in trust for a future class- 
_ less democratic society. 


A second group, the Center, would maintain present demo 
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cratic processes and reclaim from the few for the many the 
benefits accruing from technical advances as they occur. They 
believe (and we are of this group) that through the democratic 
process, through the power to tax, through the power to educate, 
through the power to vote, through the right to organize co- 
operatives of all kinds, through the power finally, and if neces- 
sary, to expropriate natural monopolies and operate them through 
the people's state for the people, they can reach a goal not alto- 
gether dissimilar to that of the Left, reach it perhaps more slowly 
but at a fraction of the cost in human life and human values. 


The third group, the Right, comprises those who have either 
special privileges or the hope of special privileges, and who 
want the present deterioration of democracy to continue since it 
weighs in their favor the scale of their material destiny. This 
group tends inevitably towards Fascism for the simple reason 
that deterioration in a living thing like democracy cannot be 
arrested and stabilized at any desired point. It goes on rotting 
until it reaches the stage of Fascism. 


Of course there have been countries where this threefold 
division would be irrelevant. In the Russia of the Czars for in- 
stance there was no Center in our sense of Center. There were 
just Right (Czar, landed gentry, a small industrialist class, the 
church) and Left (proletariat). The peasants simply did not exist 
as a self-conscious political force. Indeed it might be truly said 
that its relevance to America is strained, for, strictly speaking, 
in America there is no Left. The New Deal has often erroneously 
been called a movement towards the Left. It is not. It shares ideas 
‘in common with the Left, but it is a movement of the Center which 
actually subtracts from Leftward motivation and therefore from 
Leftward movement. In other words as democracy fulfills itself 
it moves counter Leftward. 


But counter Left does not mean Right any more than counter 
Right means Left, although that is what both Right and Left would 
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have us believe. It is time the Center had a word of its own to 
say. High time. 


In the eyes of the Left all who disagree with the Left are 
Rightists. In the eyes of the Right all who disagree with the Right 
are Leftists. Neither Right nor Left will believe that there can be 
people, that there are people who are not Right and not Left but 
Center. 


There is a Center. That Center is the majority of thinking 
Americans who feel sure of their ability as a democratic people 
to solve their problems. That Center has been squeezed from both 
sides. It has been afraid. of the opinion of the Left and it has been 
in terror of the opinion of the Right. 


The time has come for the Center to shake itself free from 
these fears. Every moment now that it postpones the day of its 
release from these fears brings the danger nearer, that one ex- 
treme or the other, either the dictatorship of the Left or the dic- 
tatorship of the Right, will take control of the country. 


In a Leftist paper a short while ago there appeared a cartoon 
of Harold Ickes. It showed Ickes syphoning oil out of a worker's 
pleasure car into a tanker for shipment to Japan. I need not com- 
ment on the vicious lie told by this cartoon. 


In Rightist papers almost every day this same Harold Ickes 
is ridiculed and maligned. 


This is the fate at this moment in this republic of one of its 
far-sighted, devoted, and utterly trustworthy servants. He is being 
squeezed between the Left and the Right. He is of the Center. 


So is Wendell Willkie of the Center. More clearly every day 
he shows that he loves the democratic tradition and that he will 
take active risks in its defense. Everyone is familiar with the fact 
- that he has been anathema to the Left. Some are surprised now 
that he is under attack from the Right, from the Hoovers and 
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Tafts. They should not be surprised. This is the inevitable fate of 
those who are of the Center and are willing to act. 


But, unfortunately, Ickes and Willkie (old enemies now fight- 
ing shoulder to shoulder in a common cause) are not typical of the 
Center. For Ickes and Willkie act. 


The Center must learn to act. And before it can learn to act 
it must learn to encourage action in its leaders who dare to act. 
It must learn that its cause is harmed by ill-timed criticism of its 
leaders. It must learn that one act initiated in the right direction, 
even if it be a faltering act is worth an infinite number of perfect 
acts which remain hypothetical. 


Those self-regarding “consciences” which insist on inner 
holiness appear to be unaware of the fact that holiness is only 
holy when it is an action in the face of a particular situation. To 
worship is not to be holy. To worship is to prepare for being holy, 
or to rejoice after being holy, or to repent for falling short of holi- 
ness. To be holy is to be whole, and you cannot remain whole if 
you split yourself off from your world. 


Democracy has made each man responsible in a degree for 
his world and has pointed out the technique by which he may act 
upon his world. It was the Judeo-Christian dream that man should 
remake his world. And the dream began to take on reality when 
democracy was born. As Immanuel Kant expressed it, duty im- 
plies possibility. When duty whispers low thou must, the youth 
replies I can.’ What should be done can be done. So when the 
idea of democracy was born its realization became (not inevitable 
but) possible through the free effort of men who had caught a 
vision of their manhood. 


It is moral sickness to remain in a world of ideas while the 
enemies of democracy knock on the door of the real world. Many 
of our Protestant preachers are doing that. These preachers say 
the jungle law of dog-eat-dog can be mitigated but not changed. 
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They say that co-operative economic arrangements are a ‘good 
idea” but individuals must be changed first, as if individuals 
could change apart from their world and apart from their effort 
to change the structure of their world. These preachers postpone 
the destruction of Hitlerism to some later century, placing upon an 
unborn generation the duty they ask their own generation to 
shirk. These preachers insist on staying at the fringe, at the 
periphery of society, when God is with the suffering masses at 
the center of society crying out for fundamental structural change. 


Some of these preachers are deadly enemies of the idea of 
Christianity and therefore of Christianity itself insofar as they 
shift its landmarks. They cheapen the idea of Christianity in the 
sight of that great majority of mankind who are non-Christian. 
Many of these preachers, putting ‘‘unity’’ before justice, Which 
(as Aquinas knew) precedes unity, lean over backwards to ap- 
pease their economic guarantors and thus share in making an 
idol of a particular economic system. Others placate the political 
head of an ecclesiastical empire which has pacted with two 
enemies of democracy in pursuance of its own anti-democractic 
principles. 


We of the Center must teach the Left that most of its true 
ideas come from the great central human tradition, that its idea 
that the democratization of machine culture can only be achieved 
through the dictatorship of the proletariat is a counsel of despair 
and is irrelevant to America where there is no proletariat but 
only workers who want and will get a stake in the national 
economy. That counsel the Center must repudiate. If the ideas of 
the Left which are true are absorbed, the Left itself, being nu- 
merically inconsiderable, can be safely ignored. 


We of the Center must repudiate the Right and all who hope 
through its victory to retain prestige or power. This is not merely 
_an appeal to the Center to do these things. Events are rapidly 
‘pushing the Center into positions where it is compelled to choose 
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between doing these two things on the one hand or going over 
bodily to the Right and to a consequent quick death on the other 
hand. 


Thus the French democracy chose to repudiate the united 
front with the Left when it deserted Spain and scuttled the Franco- 
Soviet alliance. Already as a consequence the French democracy 
is dead. And something of the same sort happened in every 
country. Except in England, where the Center made rapprochement 
with the Left and, which, because this happened, remains alive. 


Each time England comes to the brink of this choice and 
chooses badly (as in Munich) she moves towards destruction. 
Each time she chooses well (as in the Churchill-Roosevelt meet- 
ing) she takes a new lease on life. 


The machine has revolutionized man’s life. And man must 
choose whether he wants the machine (1) to serve all men, (2) 
to serve international business, (3) or to serve one master race 
and fuehrer. The Center, which is democracy, must choose one 
of these ends. If it chooses the first it will live. Since it was the 
second that financed and built the third it follows that to choose 
either one is as suicidal as to choose the other. 


PACIFISM AND ANARCHY 


Man is a part of the universe. Man is not apart from the uni- 
verse. When man began to be conscious of himself, to regard 
himself, to taste of the tree of knowledge, as the Hebrew story 
says, he was tempted to think of himself as apart from the uni- 
verse, to set himself over against the universe, to judge it as if 
he, the judge, were not a part of what he judged. He forgot that 
the very standards by which he judged the universe are a part 
of that universe. 


When man sets himself up this way he is indulging in what 
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theologians call the sin of pride. Call it illusion, but its results 
are not illusory. They are terribly real and tragic. 


A form of this pride is the pride of conscience which turns 
conscience inside out, turns conscience into self-regard. Monasti- 
cism was an early form of this, a futile attempt to isolate moral 
worth in a cave in a desert or within a walled enclosure of choice 
souls. During periods of anarchy these monastics helped to pre- 
serve the idea of a moral world and that was important; but the 
monastic withdrawal of moral stamina from the world had con- 
tributed to that very anarchy. Yet there was an excuse for those 
monastics. They were in no position to affect the structure of their 
world. They had little or no power or influence in a world of 
emperors and princes. So they went away and made little indi- 
vidual or group worlds of their own. The germinal idea of de- 
mocracy they preserved in the Christian concept of the absolute 
worth of the soul, but the idea of an actual democratic revolution 
was yet to be born under auspices which they would hardly have 
recognized as legitimate. 


Today, however, the idea and the practice and the ideal of 
democracy are rooted fast in our world. And conscience can 
affect our world through the democratic processes. There is no 
excuse whatever today for resuscitating this old attempt to isolate 
moral worth from the world. Moreover moral isolationism is far 
more inappropriate today for the reason that duty is always 
bound to act where the act gears most into life. Duty does not 
look in the glass and say well done. Duty is outward-regarding, 
not self-regarding. 

So the spirit today sends her children into the center and 
structure of life. She is not satisfied with mere peripheral concerns 
when central concerns are possible and feasible. And she is bit- 
terly thwarted when her children turn those peripheral concerns 
into weapons obstructing the success of central concerns. 


_ The free responsible democratic man can be neither a 
monastic nor a pacifist. 
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RELIGIOUS FREEDOM—RUSSIAN, PAPAL, 
AMERICAN 


Recently Monsignor Edmund A. Walsh, papal apologist, 
flew at President Roosevelt's throat for saying there was religious 
freedom in Russia. Walsh’s dishonesty was obvious to those who 
knew that Russian freedom is formally identical with papal free- 
dom. Each refuses the right to freedom of propaganda, and each 
allows (but discourages) religious practices divergent from its 
own form of belief. The Russian law has been much quoted of 
late. The papal law is not so well-known, The papal meaning of 
religious freedom of liberty of conscience is given in the encycli- 
cal of Leo XIII, Libertas Praestantissimum June 20, 1888: ‘“Another 
liberty is widely advocated, namely, liberty of conscience. If by 
this is meant that every one may, as he chooses, worship God 
or not, it is sufficiently refuted by the arguments already ad- 
duced.” 


Freedom of conscience in the American meaning of the term 
is freedom to worship God as one chooses, as many Gods as one 
chooses, or no Gods at all as one chooses. Therefore the papal 
meaning of religious freedom as used by Father Walsh is irreve- 
lant to any discussion of this subject which might take place 
between this democracy and the Soviet Union. 


IS THERE A FREE RADIO? 


The radio is the greatest power yet invented by man to in- 
fluence man. 


As our corporations know, it can sell a good thing. As Hitler 
knows, it can sell a bad thing. 


A Big Radio Chain has put out a booklet titled, in great gold 
letters on a red velvet-finished cover, The Word of God, describ- 
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ing its religious programs and the principles by which they are 
guided. 


One of these principles is that “the religious message broad- 
cast should be non-sectarian and non-denominational in appeal.” 


This means that a preacher will not boast about his par- 
ticular church or brand of religion. 


Yet the same company flagrantly breaks its own rule by ex- 
tending its facilities to apologists who brag their sect to their 
heart's content, boast of its resurgent political power, and threaten 
the world with its totalitarian claims. Why is the air free for the 
noising of these claims and barred to any whisper of opposition 
to these claims? 


Who is responsible for this. state of affairs? 


POISON WELL AND THE DEAN'S BOOK 


Our ministers are one of our important opinion making 
groups. They get their information necessarily and much of their 
viewpoint from newspapers and magazines and books. 


When the news is poisoned at the source, as for instance the 
news of Russia has been poisoned at the source during the past 
20 years, the result is that our ministers all innocently and un- 
wittingly have been giving their people false news and views. 


That is why we have recommended that the Dean’s book The 
Soviet Power be read. The chief cry against the Dean's book is 
that it leaves out the dark side of the Russian picture—the ruthless 
purges, for instance, of those the Russians said were traitors but 
our organs of news and views said were simply anti-Stalinists. 


- Now, criminally late, along comes Joseph E. Davies, who was 
American ambassador to Russia and who attended the treason 
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trials in person. He confesses in the American Magazine (Dec.) 
he was wrong about them. He says he "missed the boat.” He says 
they were treason trials. He says that through them the traitors 
and fifth columnists were weeded out in time. He says this is “the 
real story behind the Russian purges—and one of the chief ex- 
planations for the magnificent Russian resistance to the Nazi 
juggernaut.” 


So those who have been hiding the Dean’s book behind the 
bookcase can bring it out into the open now and read aloud the 
liberating truth that is in it. It has sold well over a million copies 
although this is not mentioned in the best seller lists. Read it. 
Pass it on. It clears the fog of the past two decades. It shows us 
Russia and it shows us ourselves. We will send you a bundle of 
20 copies for the very low price of $1.00. 


For some time now we have intended to omit the word Digest 
in the title of this magazine. Indeed soon after its inception it lost 
its character as a digest owing to the increasing number of vigor- 
ous original articles which pushed their way between its covers. 
We hope the change will be welcomed by our old friends and 


bring us many new ones. 


THE CONSPIRACY OF ALSACE- 


LORRAINE 


By MAXIMILIAN SCHEER ”.. 


H™ begins the land of 
Freedom!" 

A century and a half ago, 
French revolutionaries wrote 
these words on the Rhine 
bridge, close to the Alsatian 
city of Strasbourg. In this town, 
Rouget de Lisle created for 
the army who 
repulsed the 
German = inva- 
sion the “March 
of the Rhine 
Army,” a song 
which was to be known as the 
Marseillaise, France's national 
anthem. 

When Hitler was preparing 
the breakdown of the French 
Republic, Alsace-Lorraine hap- 
pened to play, for the second 
time, a historic rdle. 

In our day, however, many 
of the heirs of these proud 
people have helped to destroy 
what their ancestors built. 

The border region, Alsace- 
Lorraine, became in the 1930's 
the most vulnerable part of 
France. Here was located the 


liberty. 


Both Catholic and Protestant 
clergy were involved in the 
conspiracy against Alsatian 


. and France seemed to sleep” 


largest part of the Maginot 
Line, France’s stronghold, and 
here also lay the mining dis- 
trict delivering to the nation up 
to 95 per cent of its iron ore. 

I happened to be in Stras- 
bourg while travelling for a 
French weekly a few months 


before Hitler 
began the war. 
The news- 


stands were 
covered with 
Nazi papers; 
two nearby radio stations — 
Stuttgart and Saarbriicken — 
specialized in undermining 
French democracy; an “Alsa- 
tian Theater,” close to the bor- 
der, attracted French neigh- 
bors into Germany, and even 
many Nazi pamphlets which 
attacked French institutions 
were sent over secretly from 
the other side of the Rhine. 
But the main enemy of 
French liberty was living 
among the people themselves. 
Writers and newspapermen, 
deputies and spies, were busy 
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weaving the network destined 
to cut off slowly the free 
breath of the people. 

I was not surprised to find 
such activities. These men 
were connected with the re- 
actionaries in Paris who, as 
everyone knew, hated the 
progress of the French Repub- 
lic. But I was astonished to 
discover in what manner a 
great part of both Catholic 
and Protestant clergy were 
involved in the conspiracy 
against liberty. 

I went on through Alsace 
and across Lorraine. Every- 
where the threads of the Hit- 
ler network were recognizable, 
however lightly, but the French 
authorities seemed to sleep. 

In the little Lorraine village 
of Hambach, about ten miles 
from the German border, lived 
a Catholic priest, named Louis 
Pink. When this region, an- 
nexed by Bismarck, belonged 
to Germany—that is from 1871 
until 1918—Pink was for many 
years an editor of Lorraine’s 
greatest Catholic newspaper. 
After the first World War, he 
became a modest priest again 
with one private love: Lor- 
Taine’s folklore. He wrote, how- 
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ever, some books which were 
published not in France but 
only in Germany, and the Ger- 
man university of Frankfurt 
made him a Doctor honoris 
causa. 

The priest Pink was not con- 
sidered a Nazi in recent years. 
His books did not make one 
say: “Well, this fellow is a 
Nazi." He was more ingenious. 
He belonged to a group of 
Catholic priests who tried to 
undermine the French position 
by noiseless work. 

The old bilingual province 
where Pink lived happened 
to possess many half-forgotten 
local stories which had been 
preserved, here and there, by 
story tellers. Pink unearthed 
and published them. Curiously 
enough, however, he seemed 
to find only German stories, 
or he transformed them from 
“French wit” into “German 
soul.” So he tried to prove that 
Lorraine was purely German. 
Doing “‘cultural’’ work, he left 
to others the conclusion that 
France had usurped the prov- 
ince. 

After a while, Pink again fig- 
ured as an editor, this time of 
a monthly which (by chance!) 
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was founded three years after 
Hitler came to power. This 
monthly (by chance, too) was 
put out by the same publisher 
who owned the newspaper that 
Pink used to edit until 1918. 
Formerly pro-German, this pa- 
per was now, de facto, French. 
But it had found (still by 
chance) the slogan: “Rather 
Hitler than France of the Popu- 
lar Front.” ; 

The sister of the priest, An- 
gelika Merkelbach-Pink, was 
interested, like her brother, in 
the fate of her Lorraine ‘Hei- 
mat.” But unlike him, she lived 
in Nazi Germany. She collabo- 
rated with the “Alsace-Lorraine 
Institute” in Hitler’s University 
of Frankfort, that same univer- 
sity which granted her brother 
the Doctor's degree, and de- 
livered the “scientific” material 
for the Nazi propaganda in Al- 
sace-Lorraine. 

Angelika Merkelbach - Pink, 
who made no effort to hide her 
work in favor of Hitler, also 
wrote articles, and not only for 
her brother’s magazine. There 
was at her disposal a second 
monthly, edited by the Catholic 
priest Franz Goldschmitt, and 
founded, too, three years after 
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Hitler became Chancellor of 
the Reich. Goldschmitt could 
show good references: he had 
published, during the first 
World War, a book against 
France. The Jews, he wrote, and 
the Free Masons ruled France 
and the result was horrible: 
more crimes, a vile Parliament, 
and the school as protector of 
criminal instincts. Even the 
French bishops, he wrote, pro- 
tected defamation of and lies 
about Germany. 

After the war, Goldschmitt 
stayed in Lorraine and became 
a French citizen. He remained 
a Catholic priest and an anti- 
Semite. But now, Goldschmitt 
wrote no more against France. 
He wrote for “his” Lorraine, 
for the German Lorraine—and 
the French government seemed 
to sleep. 

Meantime, in the Alsatian 
town of Colmar, the son of a 
former Catholic Reich's deputy 
who was connected with a 
priest's publishing house in the 
Rhineland, edited a paper Jung 
Elsass, praising Hitler—and 
France seemed to sleep. 

A priest named Miiller, of 
Oetting, declared from the pul- 
pit that the Catholics were not 
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to give away a penny for 
French national defense as long 
as an Alsatian Catholic was not 
designated a Minister of the 
French government. 

Six of the nine members of the 
board of directors of the pub- 
lishing company “Alsatia,” at 
Colmar, were Catholic priests. 
“Alsatia’s” chief paper, the 
Kurier, was published once 
daily until the beginning of 
1938, then twice daily —in the 
morning and in the evening. 
Furthermore, the company pub- 
lished about twenty local pa- 
pers, about fifty weeklies for 
Catholic dioceses and a great 
number of books. 

The head of the publishing 
house, Joseph Rossé, a former 
Catholic teacher who became 
a member of the French Par- 
liament, contrived to spread 
panic during every French- 
Nazi crisis. Nazi arguments 
were used by him everywhere. 
He claimed that a war be- 
tween France and Germany 
would signify the ruin of Al- 
sace-Lorraine: the inhabitants 
would have to flee, their houses 
would be destroyed, their fields 
devastated. That the same 
things might have happened 
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on the Nazi side of the border 
region, should France choose 
to wage a real war, seemed to 
him not worth mentioning. 
Rossé declared in his papers 
that the group in Parliament 
over which he presided would 
never vote credits for the war. 
Rossé fought violently against 
the French radio when, finally, 
it began to counter-attack the 
propaganda from the other 
side of the Rhine. Rossé ad- 
vised the Jews to seek for them- 
selves the “numerus clausus” 
which means that their access 
to certain professions would be 
restricted to their percentage 
in the population—the same 
method which the Vichy gov- 
ernment, in agreement with 
Hitler, decreed in 1941 for the 
“Free zone” of France. 

In November 1938, this chief 
of the powerful Catholic pub- 
lishing house went to Basel, in 
Switzerland. But he never left 
the railway train; he was 
warmed of danger and re- 
turned to France at once. 

The Swiss police, a few 
hours earlier, had arrested a 
former collaborator of Rossé, 
an old, well-known Alsatian 
plotter who lived now in the 
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Third Reich and had arrived in 
Basel the same day as did 
Joseph Rossé. 

Among the papers of the 
plotter, whose name was Al- 
bert Bongartz, the police found 
an official document from the 
Nazi authorities: a permit to 
export from Germany an unre- 
stricted amount of currency. 

Rossé was publicly accused 
of having missed his rendez- 
vous only because of the ar- 
rest of Bongartz—but the au- 
thorities seemed to sleep. 

In June 1939, about two 
months and a half before the 
war, the French police, at last, 
arrested a publisher, but an- 
other one, named Dr. Karl 
Roos, living in Strasbourg. In 
his apartment, they discovered 
a picture, showing him in the 
uniform of Hitler’s “SS.” Roos 
was convicted of being a spy 
and later shot. 

The police noticed that Roos 
had been connected with a 
Catholic priest, the Abbé 
Brauner. They searched the 
latter's. apartment at Stras- 
bourg too, and seized some 
documents which involved the 
publisher Rossé in Nazi plots. 
But Rossé was, even now, not 
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disturbed. He continued to be 
a regular visitor to the Minis- 
tries of France, belonging him- 
self to the parliamentary ma- 
jority of the French govern- 
ment. 

Only in October 1939, one 
month after the war broke out, 
did he, with some of his 
friends, finally become a pris- 
oner. But he had done his 
work. Part of his secrets came 
to light, and the truth was the 
following: 

The Abbé Brauner was an 
agent of the Nazis. He pos- 
sessed in Switzerland —in the 
Schweizerische Kreditanstalt — 
a banking account of about 
one million francs. The money 
had been credited by Hitler's 
center for propaganda in Al- 
sace-Lorraine and was des- 
tined to hire the Catholic lead- 
ers in these provinces. Among 
the documents seized in Brau- 
ner’s apartment a list fell in the 
hands of the authorities show- 
ing some names of the benefici- 
aries and the sums which they 
received. 

A certain Victor Antoni, gen- 
eral counsellor of a Lorraine 
district and chairman of the 
“Lorraine’s Christian-social 
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party,” picked up 360,000 
francs; his sheet Jung Lothrin- 
gen was published by the 
Rossé press. 

The closest collaborator of 
Rossé, a man named Stirmel, 
also a member of the French 
Parliament, was proved to have 
edited a paper of his own, Die 
Heimat, with money given to 
him by the Nazis. 

And on the same list, another 
name did not fail to appear: the 
name of Joseph Rossé himself. 

How large was the total 
pocketed by Rossé was not ex- 
actly disclosed. But the sum, 
proved beyond doubt to have 
been distributed by the priest 
Brauner among the Catholic 
leaders of Alsace - Lorraine 
alone, amounted to about five 
million francs. 

There were still other money- 
canals leading from the Third 
Reich to France’s border region 
—the region of the Maginot 
Line. One of them led to the 
Catholic director of the city hos- 
pital at Strasbourg, a man 
named Oster. He, too, had a 
banking account in Switzerland. 
The man who transferred the 
money to this account was an 
Abbé Trautmann-Scherer, who 
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lived in Germany and was 
known as a Hitler lieutenant as- 
signed to “travail” in the Cath- 
olic world. His work in western 
Europe being paralyzed by the 
war, Abbé Trautmann-Scherer 
looked about for another job in 
suport of Hitler. He found it, in- 
deed: He went to Brazil. 

Thus, Roosé and Stiirmel and 
Roos and Brauner—with their 
swarm of Catholic priests—were 
the men who, pretending to 
fight for their ‘"Heimat,” worked 
for rapprochement with Hitler. 
They were the men who black- 
mailed France. 

In every crisis they under- 
mined the resistance of France 
until Hitler was strong enough 
to break down the rest of the 
resistance with his armies. 
They were the appeasers par 
excellence adopting Hitler's 
anti-bolshevik slogans, prais- 
ing the “bulwark against bol- 
shevism” and _ strengthening 
the Paris front of Georges Bon- 
net, Pierre Laval, Pierre Etienne- 
Flandin. About these men of 
Alsace and Lorraine we know 
absolutely that they were 
bought by Hitler — we know 
it by the rare chance of 
Brauner’s arrest. And further- 
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more we know that these men, 
before the war, were among 
the strongest supporters of the 
French politicians who were 
later to demand the armistice 
and govern France at Vichy. 
Beside this great Catholic 
conspiracy in the predominant- 
ly Catholic Alsace-Lorraine, a 
group of Lutheran ministers, 
too, worked for Hitler. Their 
head in the border region was 
the son of a former German- 
Alsatian pastor, Fritz Spieser, 
who fled to the Third Reich 
when the war broke out in 1939 
and who returned after the 
armistice. Their head in Ger- 
many was the son of a former 
German garrison minister in 
Strasbourg, Karl Ernst, from 
whom, during the same time, 
emanated the funds distributed 
by the priests to the leaders of 
the Catholics, Ernst is now the 
Governor of Alsace-Lorraine. 
They worked together: this 
group of Lutherans and the 
powerful Catholic priests, dep- 
uties, newspapermen, story-tell- 
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ers and spies—together for Hit- 
ler. 

They continue to do their job 
together. 

The director of the “Alsatia” 
press, Joseph Rossé, with his 
fellows, is reported freed from 
his French prison and _ tri- 
umphally returned to his ‘Hei- 
mat.” Recently, the most beau- 
tiful square in Strasbourg, 
bearing the name of the famous 
French revolutionary General 
Kléber, was re-baptized after 
the executed spy, Karl Roos. 
Thousands of inhabitants who 
refused to become German citi- 
zens were chased from their 
land. Hitler's solemn promises 
definitely renouncing these prov- 
inces do not stop Admiral Dar- 
lan from accepting new prom- 
ises; the word “Republic” has 
disappeared even from French 
postage stamps, and whoever 
chalks the appeal of the Mar- 
seillaise: Liberty, dear Liberty” 
on a sidewalk in Strasbourg or 
Vichy, is arrested for high 
treason. 


INVITATION TO A “FORBIDDEN THEME” 


By KARL M. CHWOROWSKY 


—"Is this counsel of wisdom and valor or 
the voice of despair and cowardice?” 


F anyone has in the past 

shown a tender conscience 
towards injustice and inhu- 
manity ithas been Dr. Morrison, 
editor of the Christian Century. 
That a Christian gentleman of 
his calibre should even for a 
moment hesitate in denouncing 
Lindbergh's 
vicious _ thrust 


against the pa- simply 


If Dr. Morrison thinks that by 
ignoring 


short of painful to observe this 
editorial mind suddenly finding 
it so hard to utter a simple and 
direct word of censure against 
a violation of all canons of de- 
cency and justice and instead 
resorting to tortuous phrases 
and devious arguments in an 
attempt to ex- 
onerate Mr. 
Lindbergh: the 


the vile 


triotism of 
American Jewry 
andthathe 
should find it 
necessary to 
hem and haw 
in an attempt to 
defend what all 
menand women 


mouthings of our anti-Sem- 
ites the threats of anti-Sem- 
itism to America can be 
avoided or evaded, he is as 
simple as though he were to 
suggest that by just ignoring 
the war and Mr. Hitler we 
can destroy both war and 
Nazism. 


strongest term 
of"disapproval” 
Dr. Morrison 
can find, and 
we doubt 
whether even 
this term is 
meant to carry 
actual disap- 


of character 

have promptly branded an out- 
rage gives rise to the suspicion 
‘that in the writing of this edi- 
torial the Doctor has not been 
himself. Are we to number Dr. 
Morrison’s fine sense of dis- 
crimination among the early 
war-casualties? It is nothing 


proval, is “sad- 
ly misadvised” or a “distinct 
disservice.” 

Throughout this entire edi- 
torial, Dr. Morrison seems to 
show much more sympathy for 
Mr. Lindbergh than for the 
Jews. It appears at times as 
though poor Mr. Lindbergh had 
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to be protected by the Christian 
Century against the terrible 
persecutions directed against 
him by those wicked American 
Jews. One reads with strange 
emotions the sentence, “he 
(Lindbergh) spoke with fine 
feeling and sympathy for a 
people who have suffered as 
no others have suffered at the 
hands of the Nazi regime.” I 
listened to the Des Moines 
Lindbergh address at my radio, 
and if there was one thing I 
missed completely when the 
speaker referred to the Jews, it 
was that “fine feeling and sym- 
pathy” of which Dr. Morrison 
writes. What impressed me, 
was the utterly cold, imperson- 
al voice with which these words 
were spoken. 

The editor of the Christian 
Century then does what seems 
to me a very reckless and quite 
unpardonable thing when in 
his attempt to exculpate his 
fellow non- interventionist he 
seeks to make a scape-goat of 
Wendell Willkie by accusing 
this gentleman of “raising” the 
issue of Anti-Semitism. We are 
to understand that Mr. Willkie 
is reprehensible for “raising” 
this issue, but that Charles Lind- 
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bergh, is at the most “ill ad- 
vised” for following so bad an 
example. Does the keen mind 
of Dr. Morrison really fail to 
see that, far, from “raising” the 
issue of Anti-Semitism at the 
Senate’s investigation of the 
alleged war-mongering of the 
moving picture industry, Mr. 
Willkie “recognized and faced” 
this issue? The following para- 
graph from an editorial in the 
isolationist New York World- 
Telegram as of September 26 
should make an interesting an- 
swer to Dr. Morrison's: Mr. Will- 
kie did it first, so why blame 
little Charlie? 

"Some days ago Mr. Nye 
made certain remarks about 
the movie industry which ap- 
peared to us, and to others, to 
be a calculated attempt to in- 
cite anti-Semitic feeling against 
Hollywood. Along with Colonel 
Lindbergh, who made a blanket 
indictment of the Jews as war- 
mongers, he was quickly 
showered with criticism. Among 
those who denounced the in- 
vidious references to the Jews 
was Wendell Willkie.” 

Does the editor of the Chris- 
tian Century at all realize to 
what terrible procedures he is 
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lending sanction when he joins 
in the insinuation that the ‘Jew- 
ishness” of the movie magnates 
must be held responsible for 
their alleged war-mongering? 
Hasn't this form of dialectic all 
the ear-marks of Fascist ideol- 
ogy which began its campaign 
against other “races” by dis- 
covering that “Jewishness” was 
obnoxious in government, then 
in economics, then in education 
and the other professions, then 
in art, etc., etc., through that 
whole catalogue of lies and 
mystifying mythology with 
which a still non-believing 
world is being entertained and 
frightened? Is Dr. Morrison 
lending his pen and the author- 
ity of the Christian Century to 
the campaign already begun, 
whereby the “Jewishness” of 
Hollywood is to be made the 
new villain of the American 
play only to go on from there 
to “Jewishness” in banking, 
business, commerce, politics, 
education, etc.? 

“The Jewish problem is not 
primarily a religious problem” 
says Dr. Morrison. And just 
what is the Jewish problem 
“primarily”? He goes on to 
state that the problem “‘is racial 
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or social”. Dr. Morrison knows 
as well as anyone that the 
racial implications of Anti- 
Semitism, whether those of a 
Gobineau, or of a Chamberlain, 
or of a Nock or others, have 
long been discounted and 
shown to be both unscientific 
and unreal. Those at all con- 
versant with the problem know 
that it is neither “racial” nor 
“social” nor ‘economic’ nor 
“religious” nor any one single 
and simple thing, but rather a 
highly complex pattern of hu- 
man reactions in which ele- 
ments of politics, economics, re- 
ligion, psychology and many 
others mingle and form that 
confusing and so often baffling 
problem in the attempted solu- 
tion of which we only make 
confusion worse confounded by 
glibly indicating a part as iden- 
tical with the whole. This his- 
tory of anti-Semitism shows 
clearly that particular circum- 
stances tend to bring to the sur- 
face of public reaction certain 
elements of this complex phe- 
nomenon, and students of this 
tragic chapter in western so- 
called Christian civilization al- 
so know, and only too well, 
that the “religious motivation” 
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plays a leading, if not the 
dominating, role in almost all 
outbreaks of this irrational 
prejudice. 

“Today, emphatically, is no 
time to face this issue or to 
raise it’, declares Dr. Morrison 
as the major thesis and chief 
conclusion of his editorial. And 
just when is the time to face 
such an issue? Dr. Morrison 
knows as well as anyone that 
this issue has not been “raised” 
in the sense in which he and 
the champions of “America 
First’ understand this word. It 
has not been “raised” by either 
the Jews of America, nor by 
anyone else of responsibility. It 
has always been “raised” by 
unscrupulous demagogues, by 
conscienceless churchmen, by 
crooked politicians, and by 
heartless and heedless rogues 
who felt that the red herring of 
Jewishness “decorates” the trail 
of any form of prejudice. And 
the issue has always been 
“recognized” by intelligent and 
responsible men and women, 
because only by recognizing 
and fighting it can its evil con- 
sequences and its vicious im- 
plications be overcome and 
rendered harmless. Mr. Willkie 
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has bravely “faced” this issue, 
and he is in good company.” 

Just when is such an issue to 
be faced, I repeat? The answer 
is very simply this: Any issue 
which involves, as does anti- 
Semitism, the very fundamen- 
tals of our national life must be 
faced whenever and wherever 
it is recognized, and it comes 
with poor grace indeed from a 
religious editor, from one who 
would angrily resent any at- 
tempts to hush discussion of 
other highly controversial na- 
tional and international prob- 
lems, to write that anti-Semit- 
ism should not be even dis- 
cussed until, as he says, “rea- 
son resumes again her now 
vacant throne.” 

If Dr. Morrison thinks that by 
simply ignoring the vile mouth- 
ings of our anti-Semites the 
threats of anti-Semitism to 
America can be avoided or 
evaded, he is as simple as 
though he were to suggest that 
by just ignoring the war and 
Mr. Hitler we can destroy both 
war and Nazism. 

Anti-Semitism, always a mon- 
ster bred by fear, ignorance 
and superstition, cannot be left 
to thrive in the dark places of 
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silence and cowardice; it must 
be dragged out into the light of 
reason, it must be challenged 
fearlessly and honestly for 
what it is; its lies must be met 
with truth, its exaggerations 
with facts, its fancies with ob- 
jectivity, and its appeals to 
violence and mob-passion with 
calm reference to those nobler 
and finer impulses of the hu- 


man spirit. 
Does Dr. Morrison want to 
say that because we have 


failed to combat anti-Semitism 
and kindred prejudices effec- 
tively in days of peace and se- 
curity we should do nothing 
about them now: Is this the 
counsel of wisdom and valor or 
the voice of despair and cow- 
ardice? Would an intelligent 
person argue that because not 
enough has been done by so- 
ciety to prevent crime, it should 
not resort to police-protection 
when a crime-wave breaks out, 
or that the fire-apparatus should 
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not be called out because hu- 
man carelessness has caused a 
conflagration? 

Many Christian as well as 
non-Christian readers of “The 
Forbidden Theme” will want to 
know just what made the 
learned editor of the Christian 
Century “tick that way”. They 
will be asking themselves, just 
what does he mean? Does he 
mean to say to Mr. Lindbergh, 
"Tut, tut, Colonel, after all, must 
you say such unpleasant things 
in just such a manner and at 
just such a time’? And is he 
saying to the Jews of America, 
“Dear Friends of course am aw- 
fully sorry for you and for the 
plight of your fellow-Jews; it's 
just too bad that we must have 
anti-Semitism in America. But, 
after all, why did you raise the 
issue? Let's call it a day and 
not talk about it anymore. Anti- 
Semitism like Hitler will dis- 
appear if you only leave it 
alone.” 


By identifying the new learning with heresy, you make ortho- 
doxy synonymous with ignorance.—ERASMUs. 


WAR AIMS — III. WHOSE WAR AIMS? 


By PAUL TILLICH 


FTER having shown in the 
first article of this series, by 

an analysis of the political and 
social situation before the pres- 
ent war, why war aims must be 
stated, and after having said in 
the second article which war 
aims should be reached, I now 


actively participates and which 
has the power to protect him 
against insecurity and exploita- 
tion.” 

The question: Whose war 
aims? or, more exactly, who can 
fight for these aims, will be an- 
swered when groups are found 


turn to the ques- 
tion whose war 
aims we are 
propagating. In 
order to answer 
this most diffi- 
cult question I 
repeat the two 
principles by 
which all dis- 
cussion of war 
aims should be 
guided: (1) The 


Only those groups in Amer- 
ica who desire a_ disinte- 
grated and dependent Eu- 
rope as a half-colonial hinter- 
land for American business 
activities will reject the idea 
of a European federation. 
But their influence must be 
excluded from world recon- 
struction in the name of Chris- 
tianity, humanity and a new 
social order. 


who are willing 
to accept these 
principles as 
their own. While 
some groups, 
willing to do so, 
may be found 
immediately, 
many more 
must be won by 
political propa- 
ganda; some, 
probably the 


freedom of the 

nations is dependent upon a su- 
pernational unity in which each 
nation actively participates and 
which has the power to protect 
it against insecurity and con- 
quest.”"—(2) ‘The freedom of the 
individual is dependent on a 
‘social and economic organiza- 
‘tion in which each individual 


most powerful 

ones, will have to be deprived 
of their power before the estab- 
lishment of the new world, ac- 
cording to these principles, will 
be possible. 
It could be said that the ques- _ 
tion who shall fight for these 
war aims is very simple: Since 
the war aims can be carried 
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through only by the victors and 
since it must be assumed that 
the democracies and their allies 
will be victorious because oth- 
erwise the whole discussion 
would be futile, it seems to fol- 
low that the war aims are the 
war aims of the democracies. 
But this simple answer is for 
many reasons not only simple 
but also wrong. Not the victors 
alone, but the conquered as 
well, at least large groups of 
them, must accept the war 
aims. Moreover not all groups 
in the victorious nations will 
fight for them. Indeed perhaps 
only a few will do so. The ques- 
tion of war aims, if it is to be 
taken seriously and not merely 
as a tool of war propaganda 
must cut through the warring 
nations and create even more 
profound divisions than those 
produced by the war itself. 
Starting with the first prin- 
ciple and its meaning for dif- 
ferent European groups and for 
America we are confronted with 
the following situation: The in- 
vaded nations of Europe, espe- 
cially the smaller ones, but also 
a nation like France, have the 
most vital interest in the radical 
surrender of their military and 
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economic sovereignty to a fed- 
eration in which they are active 
and determining participants 
according to their political and 
cultural significance. It would 
be the final death sentence 
against Europe if the political 
and military independence of 
the individual European states 
were to be continued. Many 
leading and all thinking people 
in Europe know this. But those 
whose personal interest is con- 
nected with the preservation of 
the principle of sovereignty 
create an ideology for them- 
selves and for others, deter- 
mined to justify their interest. 
This is rather natural in a sit- 
uation such as that of the exiled 
governments for whom the al- 
ternative to the present sup- 
pression seems to be the restitu- 
tion of their absolute independ- 
ence and who do not see that 
there is another much better 
alternative, the freedom of an 
active participation in the Eu- 
ropean federation. 


For the people of the Axis- 
powers the situation is the same 
as it is for all the people of Eu- 
rope. But the resistance of their 
present rulers to federation can 
be broken only by the elimina- 
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tion of the Fascist leadership in 
the course of the war. It be- 
longs to the tragic implications 
of our situation, that the destruc- 
tion of the absolute independ- 
ence of the European nations 
has been achieved by conquest 
and tyranny, that the conquer- 
ors have gained some moral 
prestige by this unification the 
idea of which is distorted by 
them. Moreover against this 
unification by slavery they are 
arousing a tremendous nation- 
alistic reaction. If this reaction 
cannot be overcome together 


with the Nazi conquerors, no 


hope for Europe is left. 

The question of the participa- 
tion of Russia in a European 
federation can be answered 
more affirmatively since the 
German-Russian war. Whatever 
the outcome of that war, it has 
broken down the wall of isola- 
tion between Russia and the 
rest of Europe, and it may modi- 
fy the totalitarian character of 
the Russian government, it has 
created a military and diplomat- 
ic alliance between Russia and 
Great Britain, it has produced 
and is producing more and 
more a direct contact between 
the Russian people and the 
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Central European people. 

More difficult is the attitude 
of England to the European fed- 
eration, as a@ consequence of 
her position as the center of 
the empire and as a European 
power at the same time. A unit- 
ed continent whether the Brit- 
ish Isles would belong to it or 
not, is not in the interest of Brit- 
ain’s imperialist tories. One of 
the dangers after a successful 
war (a danger which is not re- 
moved by the 8 point declara- 
tion of Churchill and Roosevelt) 
is the attempt of British im- 
perialists to reintroduce the 
principle of sovereignty and by 
it the division of the continent. 
This, of course, is not the in- 
tention of the leftist groups in 
England, labor and intelligen- 
tia, who are anti-imperialistic 
in principles and traditions. But 
it is very doubtful which trend 
will prevail in the decisive days 
of the peace negotiations. All 
Americans who acknowledge 
the principle of federation and 
the necessity of the European 
federation should try to influ- 
ence the Anglo-Saxon peace 


policy in that direction. | 


For America the support of a" | 
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European federation means the’ 
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rejection of any form of a 
Union-Now policy which would 
split Europe into a western and 
an eastern part, and would sub- 
ject the western part to Anglo- 
Saxon control, while the east- 
ern part would be left to disin- 
tegration and _ barbarization. 
The restricted form of the Union- 
Now idea, demanding only a 
union of the Anglo-Saxon na- 
tions, does not necessarily con- 
tradict the plan of a continental 
federation, but it would sepa- 
rate the British Isles definitively 
from the continent. The idea of 
a European federation is diffi- 
cult for those Americans who 
cling to the shadow of the 
League of Nations in spite of its 
historical defeat. But the League 
in the sense of a treaty between 
sovereign governments is dead 
for Europe and must not be re- 
vived if Europe is to be saved. 
If the idea is transformed in 
the direction of a world federa- 
tion with executive power it 
means practically the establish- 
ment of a world state with fed- 
| erative character. This ideal, of 
| course, transcends by far the 
restricted ideal of a European 
federation. But at present it 
scarcely comes within the scope 
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of practical politics, while the 
European federation is realistic. 
America would hardly be will- 
ing to sacrifice her military 
sovereignty especially with re- 
spect to her navy. And the same 
is true of Great Britain and 
Japan. It would be highly re- 
grettable if the ideal of the 
world federation became a 
means for dispelling the more 
realistic ideal of the European 
federation. American idealism 
should not make this mistake. 
America can and should sup- 
port the creation of a European 
federation, completed by some 
kind of a free, intercontinental 
union. Only those groups in 
America who desire a disinte- 
grated and dependent Europe as 
a half-colonial hinterland for 
American business activities 
will reject the idea of a Eu- 
ropean federation. But their in- 
fluence must be excluded from 
world reconstruction in the 
name of Christianity, humanity 
and a new social order. 

For the new social order ac- 
cording to the second principle 
stated above, some favorable 
possibilities may be found in 
the present situation. There are 
powerful groups and move- 
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ments striving for a state of so- 
ciety in which individual free- 
dom is guaranteed by individ- 
ual security. In the first place 
the President of the United 
States must be quoted when he 
called freedom from fear and 
from want a fundamental aim 
ond was able to include this 
aim in the 8 point declaration 
of war aims. For, this means 
that the New Deal ideals may 
be pronounced as world ideals 
by the highest official of the 
United States and that the lead- 
er of the English conservatives 
was unable to avoid accepting 
those ideals. Another factor 
which may prove favorable to 
the establishment of a new So- 
cial order through the peace 
negotiations is the fact that the 
British labor party is powerfully 
represented in the English war 
cabinet. If this proves to be 
more than a concession made 
by the ruling classes for the 
duration of the war and if it 
does not weaken the critical 
force of the labor leaders it can 
become extremely important for 
the question: Whose war aims? 
The social reconstruction of 
Great Britain can become the 
pattern for the social construc- 
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tion of the European federation. 
A third element in the present 
situation, favorable to social re- 
construction is the resistance 
against Nazism in the German 
underground movement which 
is carried on predominantly by 
people with socialist education 
and tradition. The same is true 
of France. Since a victory over 
Nazism does not seem possible 
without the activity of these 
groups their ideal cannot be 
neglected in a post-war Europe. 
Finally, in spite of all assertions 
to the contrary, the alliance be- 
tween Russia and the democra- 
cies cannot be without influence 
on the formulation and realiza- 
tion of the war aims. Russia's 
participation in the war of the 
democracies against Hitler must 
reduce the heat of anti-Russian 
propaganda even though Com- 
munism as such is disliked in 
America and Great Britain as 
much as ever. The help Russia 
gave to China has made impos- 
sible a strong anti-leftist policy 
on the part of the Chinese war 
lords. Russia's participation in 
the struggle against Fascism 
means tremendous encourage- 
ment to the European under- 
ground movements (as the sit: 
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uation in France clearly shows), 
the contact of Russian Bolshev- 


ism with Anglo-Saxon democ- 


racy and German democratic 
socialism may have a trans- 
forming and liberalizing influ- 
ence on the bureaucratized So- 
viet System. 

Against these conditions, fa- 
vorable for the establishment 
of a social order in which free- 
dom and security are united, 
extremely strong forces are 
fighting. There is not only a 
leftist opposition against Naz- 
ism in the Axis and in the con- 
quered countries, there is also 
a nationalistic, militaristic and 
capitalistic opposition. If in the 
long run German military reac- 
tionaries should overcome Hit- 
lerism it would not be for the 
sake of a new social order; it 
would be for another type of 
“Fascism.” And if such groups 
as that of De Gaulle and cor- 
responding groups in Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, etc., would 
take over the government in 
their respective countries it 
would not be for a new social 
order either. The chances of so- 
| cial reconstruction in England 
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have rather diminished since 
external pressure is less strong- 
ly felt and since the economic 
catastrophe of the ruling 
classes was prevented by the 
American support. But equally 
dangerous is the attitude of 
American capitalism. It is very 
suspicious of the alliance be- 
tween Russia and the democra- 
cies. It is still a bitter enemy 
of the New Deal ideals. With 
respect to the social reconstruc- 
tion of Europe American capi- 
talism, represented not only by 
big business but also by the 
lower middle classes, is at least 
as dangerous as the reaction- 
ary forces in Europe. 

Therefore, the development of 
war aims in this country is cer- 
tainly not an academic task. 
The future of Europe and of all 
mankind, for many decades to 
come, depends on the estab- 
lishment of a new political and 
social order against those forces 
all over the world which, after 
the war has been won, will 
make us lose the peace in an 
even more disastrous way than 
after the first world war. 


FRONTIERS OF FREEDOM 


[James Luther Adams, Professor of Theology at the Meadville 
Theological School and a member of the Executive Council of the 
Digest and Kenneth Leslie, Editor of the Protestant Digest were 
heard on Sunday, October 26 on the Blue Network coast to coast 
. . . presenting an opposite view to that of Archbishop Beckman 
of Dubuque, Iowa who bitierly attacked the President and the 
national policy a week previously over the same network.] 


Kenneth Leslie’s Address 
NCE more we find ourselves on the frontiers of freedom and 
we are happy to defend freedom before this microphone 
today, to defend that freedom in the name of the 1,000 (now 
grown to 1,200) Protestant leaders who have cried out to our 
President, Franklin Delano Roosevelt, Freedom Must March, 
Freedom Must Attack. 

Hitlerism is not merely the tragic disease of one man or of 
one nation. It is the disease of civilization itself and there is no 
corner, no crevice of the world where that disease is not taking 
its toll of moral cowards who slyly, almost unconsciously, hope 
for some private gain out of the rubble of broken glass and 
stones and dust to which Hitler is reducing the cathedral of man. 

Hitlerism is more than Hitler. It is the name of all the moral 
parasites that crawl over his miserable back and who hope to 
translate his victory into their victory, And it is the name of that 
despair and defeat (that spirit of we can’t win which deep down 
is the spirit of we don’t want to win) it is the name of that ‘hyp- 
nosis of frustration with which Hitler dulls whole peoples to their 
doom. 

It is something of this sort that these 1,200 are beginning to 
see—and these 1,200 churchmen are no small thing. They and 
the millions of Protestant communicants whom they represent are 
a mighty company with banners. Banners of many colors: Baptist, 
Congregationalist, Evangelical and Reform, Disciples, Lutheran, 
Methodist, Presbyterian, Protestant Episcopal, Unitarian, and 
many more. Denominations they call them. . . Divided they call 
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them ... But not divided when freedom falters. Notice that now 
when freedom is in jeopardy, now these colors begin to blend. 

Now these colors begin to mass and move on freedom's foe 
that men may breathe freedom, not here alone, but wherever men 
breathe at all on this small planet—begin to mass and move that 
under the grace of God freedom may come to humanity, one and 
indivisible. 

This is the letter these 1,200 Protestant leaders have sent to 
the President of the United States. May he take heart from it and 
keep on his way knowing he is well companied. (Here the 
speaker read the letter which appears on page 75.). 

These 1,200 serious Protestant leaders have signed this letter 
in no frivolous mood. They have pierced through the external 
trappings of the present world struggle. They see more than an 
ordinary struggle of political power balance here. They see more 
than an economic struggle here. Even more than the endless 
struggle of men against their oppressors. They see here a war 
within the moral heart of man himself, a war between man's 
conceit of himself and man’s humility before that God who is 
man's profound reality. Without rancor and with a sense of the 
tragic responsibility of their action, they signal all speed against 
the despoiler of mankind. 

And now may I introduce to you Rev. James Luther Adams, 
Professor of Theology, The Meadville Theological School in 
Chicago, and a member of the Executive Council of the Protestant 
Digest. 


James Luther Adams’ Address 


N the year 1927 I stood on a street of the City of Nuremberg in 

,Germany, watching a parade of National Socialists. This was 
five years before the party came into power. As the standard 
bearers went by carrying flags and banners with their slogans, 
I began to talk about the parade with a German standing beside 
me. Presently, a banner went by that I could not understand. I 
asked by neighbor what it signified. He told me. I asked another 


32, THE PROTESTANT October-November 


question. He answered. I disagreed. He remonstrated. Several 
bystanders then entered the discussion. 

Suddenly, as I began to talk to these newcomers, one of 
them seized me from behind, he graspd my elbows with an iron 
grip, and before I could offer resistance I had been violently 
pulled out of the group and with incredible speed pushed down 
a side street and into an alley. The strong man then released me, 
wheeled me round and clipped off these words, "When you are 
watching a parade in Germany you keep your mouth shut.” 

And then his visage softened a little, “You think I'm a Nazi, 
don't you? Well, I'm not, I've saved you from a beating. Don't 
you know that if you disagree with them you either keep your 
mouth shut or get your head bashed in?” 

Some years after the episode in Nuremberg I was in Ger- 
many again, and I had many conversations with Nazi University 
students. I recall especially a conversation with one of the Nazi 
student leaders. I had met him in a restaurant. Eventually, the 
discussion came around, as it always does, to the subject of 
politics. “Oh,” he laughed, “you are one of those Americans that 
believe in talk, or as you call it, democracy. Listen here, my 
friend, democracy is finished. Government by talk! Government 
by opinion! You have no government, you have no authority, you 
have no leadership. Yes, democracy is finished. Germany—(he 
meant National Socialism)—Germany,” he said, “has found out 
democracy for the vile disease it is. It is a form of paralysis. Well, 
Germany is not paralyzed, she has a leader who believes in 
action and who acts. And we shall now see how your paralysis 
and our action will fare in the world.” 

I knew in intimate terms what he meant not only because of 
the earlier episode in Nuremberg, not only because the Gestapo 
had just deprived me of my passport for my having committed 
the crime of calling on a rabbi, but also because my oldest and 
closest friend in Germany, a leader of the younger Protestant 
clergy, had been for three months in a concentration camp. 

Well, we have all known of these things for a decade and ' 
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more. We have known that if we disagree with the Fascists we 
must either remain silent or get our heads bashed in. 

But we have waited, many of us, waited with the paralysis 
of isolationism, or of bewilderment, or of indifference, we have 
awaited the pleasure of the Fascists. 

And then out of some experience either first-hand as in my 
own case or as reported by some truthful witness, has come the 
jolt, the jolt that arouses conscience and a sense of common 
decency. This jolt has been coming to more and more people in 
the last two years as they have gradually become aware of the 
threat, as they have belatedly learned that Mr. Hitler means to 
win his war (as many Germans call it), that he means to tell the 
world, not to negotiate with the world. 

Whenever this challenge becomes clear there are two typical 
reactions. These two reactions were indeed to be found in Ger- 
many in the early days of the Third Reich. Every time there was 
a new wave of persecution against religious and political groups 
hostile to the Nazis, there would always be some of the perse- 
cuted who would say, ‘Don't you see? These Nazis mean busi- 
ness. And aren't they gaining in power every day? What is the 
use of trying to oppose them? Why not give in and survive? 
Perhaps Hitler will bring a new order. Perhaps his success is 
itself a sign of his rightness.’ Whereupon they joined the flotsam 
and jetsam of the wave of the future. 

Then there were the others. I have met them myself in Ger- 
many. The Nazis, let us say, have just perpetrated some new 
crime against humanity. But, although these others have previ- 
ously been silent or have tried to “cooperate”, now something 
snaps in them and they say, “That's the last straw. I can’t take 
any more. Life is no longer worth living with that gang of crimi- 
nals controlling it. Life doesn’t mean anything any more .. . this 
way ...retreating, retreating, retreating. A stand must be made 
somewhere.” 

And right there we have hit upon the central issue that faces 
our world today. Will it be possible for life to mean anything if 
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the spirit of Nazism is allowed to spread? Our proposition is: it 
will not! For we believe that ultimately a man comes to the place 
where he realizes that the thing that counts most, that counts 
above life itself, is what we call the spirit of a man. 

The way in which this spirit is symbolized varies in the 
different ages of mankind, but beneath all the changing symbols, 
the spirit itself persists. And we may as Christians state this 
principle in varying ways. Indeed, it will probably be stated in 
a different way within the Christian community in the coming 
century. But whatever changes may take place in the expression 
of this meaning, we shall go on looking to the freedom of consci- 
ence, the freedom of obedience to God rather than to man, as the 
one thing that can not be relinquished and life remain worth 
living. Most Americans hold to this view, to the view that there 
is a law that stands above nation, race, state, church, and creed, 
that stands even above any particular expression of democracy 
itself. 

We all like to think that if we had lived in the time of Roger 
Williams we would have stood with him against the Puritan 
totalitarianism of his day. We like to think that if we had lived 
in the time of Jefferson and Madison we would have stood with 
them in their desire to free the church from state control and the 
state from church control, we like to think we would have stood 
for the principle of freedom, rather than saying, as I am afraid 
many of us would have said that it was against our economic 
interests or that it was not practicable or that it was not our 
business. For four hundred years this free spirit has been in our 
Western world at times wide awake at times slumbering. Now 
the day has come again when that spirit must awaken for we 
find ourselves once more upon the frontiers of freedom. The day 
of testing the day of sifting is at hand. 

But we must learn to recognize our friends by their actions 
and not by their professions. We could not yesterday insist that 
the Greeks be democrats or the Chinese be Christians before we 

helped them oppose aggression. Nor should we today attempt to 
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strike a misbegotten ‘spiritual’ bargain with those who at this 
moment form the vanguard of world resistance to Fascism. There 
is a way for us to show Russia that Christianity means something 
to us. That way is not by bargaining with her at the moment 
when the Fascist wolf is bleeding her white. That way is to help 
her throw the wolf back on its haunches. 

The Nazi threat is today the principal threat to the very possi- 
bility of man’s being man. Indeed, so dire a threat is it that we must 
now say: There can no longer be neutrality. Where the very 
essence of human existence is in jeopardy, neutrality simply 
does not exist. One either aids or obstructs. All who are not 
against the Nazis are with them, and all who are opposed to the 
Nazis are allies. 

Some of us are beginning to see that we must do something 
to prevent the man on the road to Jericho's being attacked, rather 
than waiting for him to be robbed, and then offering consolation 
or assistance. Therefore, 1,200 Protestant leaders have said to the 
President: “Freedom must march.” 

Beyond a doubt there are many who are not Protestants who 
would like to say the same to the President. The opportunity now 
presents itself for you to join these twelve hundred. If you wish 
to help democracy combat the principle of “Submit or have your 
head bashed in”, if you wish democracy to turn from paralysis 
to action, then we ask you to write to the Protestant Digest, New 
York City, and say that you wish to sign the “Letter to the Presi- 
dent” which Kenneth Leslie has just read to you. But, don't forget 
that the friends of Fascism have been speaking out for many a 
year, and they will speak out against you if you choose not to be 
a paralytic. You will be accused of war-mongering, of meddling 
with problems that do not concern you, of aiding atheists as well 
as’believers, of encouraging totalitarianism in your own country. 
But you must see through all these dusty and deceitful charges. 
When they call you a war-monger, that is their way of saying 
you should favor a “negotiated” peace. By a negotiated peace, 
they mean a peace negotiated with Hitler. And you may put 
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simply one question to them. Let them tell you, was there ever a 
peace negotiated with Hitler that was not Hitler's peace? They 
know, or they ought to know, that Hitler's peace is infinitely 
worse than war. 

But you shall speak of real peace—not utopian, not perfect 
peace, we have got over expecting perfection—you shall speak 
of the peace in which America will earn the right to participate 
by making sacrifices, sacrifices commensurate with those that 
have already been made by sorely-tried or betrayed nations 
throughout the world. 

And when you do speak out for this real peace, you will be 
in the company of 1,200 Protestant leaders as well as of the 
millions whose convictions they express. And you will be not 
only in their company, you will be also in that mighty company 
who look beyond all merely sectarian or national interests. You 
will belong to a group that some people call un-American, but 
to a group that is really supra—American, to a group who recog- 
nize and insist that human rights come before race, before creed, 
before church, before money, before nation, before state. You 
and they will then be saying that any nation or sect or race or 
church or party that does not put this question to itself, What is 
right? What is right in the sense that it throws me to my knees 
in penitence and then draws me to my moral responsibility?—that 
any nation or sect or church or party that does not face this 
question has crushed the meaning from existence. It is because 
World Fascism has crushed the meaning out of existence, that it 
cannot be tolerated. This is what our President, Franklin D, Roose- 
velt, and our Secretary of State, Cordell Hull, have seen: They are 
offering us a leadership that will transform democracy from 
paralysis into action. And in doing this they are translating into 
history, the common conviction of millions of American people, 
of French people, of British people, of Chinese people, of Jap- 
anese people, of Spanish people, of Dutch people, of Norwegian 
people, of Belgian people, of Italian people, of Russian people, 
and yes of German people, of Christians, of Jews, and even of | 
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those who call themselves atheists. And thus it is that the 1,200 
Protestant leaders in writing this letter to the President have re- 
affirmed not only the principle of freedom of conscience and of 
obedience to God rather than to man, but also the humane prin- 
ciple that the soul of man shall not be flogged. 


Mayor LaGuardia as Chief of Civilian Defense recently 
asked that our church people should direct their thoughts to the 
American heritage of freedom and submitted a sermon outline 
to show what he meant. This mild and deferential suggestion 
was castigated by Clayton Morrison as an insult to the American 
clergy. 


A defense of LaGuardia was made by your editor in a state- 
ment to the press, whereupon we received the following letter 
from Dr. Frederick Brown Harris of Foundry Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C.: 


I fully agree with your attitude as expressed in the statements given by you 
to the press with reference to the suggested sermon mailed to the preachers of 
the country. 


Ministers’ mail is freighted with all sorts of suggested programs and preach- 
ments. No one brands as coercion ideas for church services sent out by the Fed- 
eral Council of Churches or by a dozen other organizations. It is a common 
practice. Preachers are at liberty to take them or leave them, just as they choose. 
The record shows that no American would defend this right more vigorously than 
the mayor himself whose suggested sermon has drawn the fire of nervous patriots. 


It is to be regretted that some of this wasted righteous indignation over a 
false issue could not be directed at the sickening atrocities of the Hitler regime. 
There are too many excitable patriots who are ready to fly into a rage over some 
alleged violation of their personal rights, while they are as placid as a summer 
day at the slaughter of innocents. In the name of the Christian religion pacifist 
preachers are issuing statements for these times which sound as if they were made 
in Berlin. At least Mayor LaGuardia’s sermon suggestion has all the earmarks of 
having been made in America. 


GEORGIA PREACHER 


By HAROLD PREECE 


HE road from Atlanta to 
Cartersville is a long, con- 
crete stretch of crudely-painted 
signs advertising county seat 
hotels or peaches for fifty cents 


from the hate seeping in from 
the sick, ingrown soul of 
Georgia. 

We had heard Don West, 
country preacher from Carters- 


a bushel. Pic- 
tures of “Cousin 
Gene’ Tal- 
madge, pro- 
claiming white 
supremacy” 
from the politi- 
cal stump, his 
serge pants held 
up by sagging 
suspenders, his 
jaw bulging 
with a wad of 
goodold Georgy 
tobacco, are 
posted over the 
radios in the 
wayside ham- 
burger stands. 
Sometimes you 


“Mr. Fisher also informed my 
secretary that he was born in 
Virginia, and said that he 
would knock a Negro down 
as quick as any Southerner, 
if he did not keep his place.” 
— Georgia Governor Eugene 
Talmadge in his paper, The 
Statesman, Sept. 2, 1941. 
“Slow Southern rivers 
Murmur gently over bones of 
dead Negroes. 
The river covers many a lie 
And so does the soft drawling 
voice 
Of the ruling South.” 
—Georgia Preacher Don West 
in his book, Toil and Hunger. 


ville, speak at a 
Jewish picnic in 
Atlanta a few 
days after the 
Klan had circu- 
lated leaflets in 
the section of 
the city known 
as “Jerusalem”, 
warning ‘'for- 
eigners” not to 
“tamper” with 
what the hooded 
chivalry calls 
“ American insti- 
tutions.” Once 
in Athens, a Jew 
named Paul had 
stood before a 
crowd of Greeks 


think that so many leagues of 
Georgia land are sterile not only 
from erosion and from endless 
crops of cotton—you have an 
uncanny feeling that the worn- 
out land has been poisoned 


and repudiated concepts which 
imprisoned men in the narrow 
little circle of their particular 
tribe. “Of one blood hath 
he made all the nations of the 
earth” —so Paul had spoken 
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from Mars Hall. This six-foot- 
three preacher from the Georgia 
highlands had repeated Paul's 
words to Paul’s kinsmen in 
Atlanta at the same time that 
Governor Talmadge was purg- 
ing the state university of edu- 
cators who advocated better re- 
lations between white and black 
Georgians. 

By the time we had gotten 
around to accepting Don's invi- 
tation to visit him in his home 
parish, he had turned in his 


resignation as pastor. One may | 


argue immersion or affusion 
from a Georgia pulpit until 
one’s face is as red as the 
Georgia clay. But one may not, 
from a Georgia pulpit, preach 
that Negro and white peons on 
the plantations are created in 
the same likeness of God, that 
the bread of life is measured 
by good wages as well as 
sermons. And one may not — 
unless he has the courage of a 
prophet — preach that Negroes 
and whites may sit together in 
the same church or organize 
together in the same union. 
“The three smaller churches 
in my parish stood by me and 
voted to refuse my resignation,” 
Don had written us. “The oppo- 


sition came from an ultra-con- 
servative element in the fourth 
and largest church. I resigned 
because I did not want to in- 
volve my good friends and 
neighbors in a parish feud. 


‘Christians have to stand united 


nowadays to defeat the Nazi 
prototype of the anti-Christ. 
These friends and neighbors 
will continue to believe in 
me and what I have said 
to them. I feel, in all humility, 
that whatever influence I have 
exercised for human _ brother- 
hood will continue to be ex- 
pressed by the people of this 
parish during the years ahead.” 

We found Don finishing up 
the roof of the comfortable 
house which he had finished to 
shelter his family. He climbed 
down on a ladder, made us wel- 
come, looked proudly at the 
structure made of clean, sweet- 
smelling pine and said: 

“Well, my wife and two 
babies will have a place this 
winter. We've canned enough 
vegetables from the garden so 
that we won't starve until I find 
another job. I've been tinkering 
with my old printing press, and 
hope to get out a little paper 
which will give my idea of 
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Christianity. Go inside, I'll be 
with you as soon as I change 
out of these overalls.” 

During our stay, we learned 
about a new Georgia, emerg- 
ing from the poor, denuded 
hills and the cabins along the 
creek bottoms where men and 
women who have never learned 
the alphabet are beginning to 


understand the meaning of 
three letters, CIO. 
That night, one of Don's 


neighbors came over to shake 
hands with us—an old Georgian 
‘who runs a grist mill, operated 
by mule power, and who spends 
the winter months organizing 
locals of the Farmers Union. We 
sat around the fireplace talking 
about the subject which South- 
erners wear on their sleeves— 
the South. Don and I swapped 
stories of the Civil War told us 
by our grandparents up in the 
hills who had organized guerilla 
detachments of poor whites to 
fight the slave-owners and help 
preserve the Union. 

“Just before he died, I sent my 
grandpa, Kim Mulkey, a picture 
of Grant's Tomb ‘from New 
York," Don said. “He put it in a 
little frame which he whittled 

_ out of a cigar box. Then he wrote 
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me that he hoped I would keep 
on fighting slavery—just like 
General Grant. If Grandpa had 
lived to see this war, he would 
be oiling up his muzzle-loader 
for a pot shot at Hitler.” 

At our request, Don read us 
one of the pcems from his little 
book, Toil and Hunger, a poem 
which is ominous of that force 
sweeping down from the hills 
and the bayous, which will pour 
new blood into the clogged 
arteries of the Old South: 
“Yesterday I found dreams 
In a ditch-digger’s mind, 

And poetry on the lips of a cook— 
I looked again 

And found music 

And the rythmic throb 

Of toiling millions— 

Feet beating the earth in unison— 
And I thought 

It is like the pregnant feel 

Of a highland evening 

Before a storm 

Breaks on the mountain.” 
These are lines that might have 
been written by a younger and 
less tired Wordsworth at a time 
when the birth-cries of the | 
French Republic were heard by — 
the poets of England and the > 
cotters of Scotland. This young 
Georgian, I thought, is as im- 
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passioned as the Englishman, 
Wordsworth; as uncompromis- 
ing as his fellow-American Walt 
Whitman. 

Don closed the book and be- 
gan talking. “I wrote that, 
poem,” he said, “after I had 
been taken in one cold wintry 
night by a family up on Ripshin 
Creek. They gave me shelter 
even though their little girl was 
dying of pneumonia. The child 
had run around all winter in 
sleazy underwear which her 
mother had pieced together out 
of bran sacks. 

“Tt was just about the time 
chickens were beginning to 
crow and dawn was streaking 
down Ripshin when death came 
to take the little girl. 

“T've never seen anybody die 
so hard. The poor child was 
hours at it. She strangled and 
gasped. We would think her 
gone. Then she would groan 
and try to breathe again. She 
tried to say something. The child 
was afraid, I think. She knew 
she was dying. And she wanted 
to live—just like the people of 
the South want to live.” 

Don West, “agitator” and 
“heretic” by the standards of 
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his fellow-Georgian, Eugene 
Talmadge, is the voice of those 
nameless millions from Vir- 
ginia to Oklahoma who “want 
to live.” In another poem, he 
speaks of “the slow, groaning 
anger of the South.” It is a con- 
ception as overwhelming as 
Edwin Markham’s memorable 
“Man With the Hoe.” 

The sun was rising over the 
rain-washed gulleys on the 
morning when we drove down 
the road that would take us 
back to Atlanta. As we drove 
out of the yard, I wondered if 
Protestantism would continue 
its course of slow suicide by 
hounding from its pulpits those 
dreamers and prophets who, 
like Don West, are the new 
voices of a new Reformation? 
Did we not receive our tradi- 
tional name of Protestant be- 
cause we protested?—against 
abuse and injustice. 

Shall we commit the mis- 
takes made by those little Tal- 
madges of the ancient world 
who damned the Apostle Paul 
for his gospel of equality?— 
only to be themselves damned 
in the pages of history? 


AN APPEAL FROM CANTERBURY 


By HEWLETT JOHNSON 


—Cabled on the occasion of the 


publication of the second million edition of The Soviet Power. 


T the moment when every 

British expert and every 
official from the Government 
and Foreign Office downwards 
anticipated complete defeat for 
the Red Army I wrote that 
“against the heroism. of the 
Red Army, against the no less 
heroic labour of 193 millions of 
Soviet peoples, this Franken- 
stein monster of a war machine 
which Hitler has created will 
crash as upon a rock,” 

That prophecy, founded on a 
proper understanding of the 
moral and scientific foundations 
upon which the Soviet Union 
stands, and in the confidence 
created by her outstanding 
achievements in every branch 
of human activity proves truer 
than all official fears. The So- 
viet Union not only stands; it 
hits back. 

I venture in this second mil- 
lion edition of The Soviet Pow- 
er to address another and very 
urgent word to my American 
._ friends. 

I hate war. I hate all war. I 


_ hate this war. I hate the eco- 


nomic. anarchy which breeds 
war. I desire peace and the re- 
lease of the creative, construc- 
tive powers of mankind. 

But before that goal is 
reached Hitler Fascism must 
end. There can be no truce with 
Hitler and all that Hitler stands 
for. But I know that his destruc- 
tion will demand a colossal 
price in lives and substance. 


With heroic courage and a 


valour which astounds the 
world, Russia withstands shock 
after shock of the Nazi war ma- 


chine. But she withstands the | 


shock at anappalling cost. 


Hundreds of thousands of Rus- j 


sia‘s best soldiers and many of 
her civilians have fallen. Vast 


Russian territories lie in Ger- || 
man hands. Leningrad and |), 


Moscow are threatened and the 
Donetz Basin stands in idl: | 


peril. 
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Russia indeed fights on; ond] 


never yields field or factory til) 


| 


it has been rendered scorchec?, 
and useless; her tiny cottages), 
| 


| 


194] 


and her mighty dam are left a 
ruined mass before the Nazis 
sieze them, the toil of years 
wiped out in minutes by the 
men who created them. 

Russia will never yield as 
France has yielded. Hitler will 
be destroyed. The Soviet Union 
never doubts it. I never doubt 
it. The ultimate result is not in 
question, only the price to be 
paid. Already the toll in life 
and treasure is appalling. Dare 
we let it mount indefinitely? 

That depends, in the final 
issue, on your country and 
mine. For your great U.S.A. 
is in this war in fact if not in 
legal definition. You are in the 
war though not yet in the 
shooting. Britain and Russia do 
the shooting. London and Mos- 
cow are the outer barricades 
which defend New York. 
Should Russia collapse and 
Russian resources be added to 
those of other conquered coun- 
tries, it is doubtful if Britain 
could stand. Then America 
|must fight alone or be subject 
to the Nazis. That is the simple 
jand realistic truth. 

But it lies in the power of 
America to stave off the attack, 
© save the lives of her own 
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soldiers and to end the war 
with speedy victory. She can 
do that if she puts weapons 
into the hands of those who do 
the fighting. Slowly those 
weapons now come to us and 
we are very grateful for the 
gift. But the Soviet Union, which 
is now called upon to bear the 
full force of the shock, gets as 
yet but an entirely negligible 
fragment of help. 

We are told that American 
industry cannot be harnessed 
until war is declared. If that is 
true I would urge that America 
should declare war. That way 
peace will come more quickly. 
We are told further that opposi- 
tion would come from the “little 
man”; that the administration 
cannot take a drastic step be- 
cause the “little man” would 
oppose it. I do not believe it. 
It is not in the ranks of the 
“little man” in this country that 
we find those who sympathize 
with Fascism. It is amongst the 
big interests that the fifth col- 
umn hides. I do not suppose it 
is different with you. And it is 
the duty of “little men” every- 
where to push the big interests 
into action against the Fascist 
menace. The fate of millions of 
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lives lie on our willingness and 
determination to do it. 

The tragedy of democracies 
is their slowness and blindness. 
My own country was slow and 
blind during the Fascist war on 
Spain. Our blindness paved the 
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Fascists of four millions of the 
world’s best fighters. Must you 
ultimately pay a similar price? 
God forbid. But if not, give us, 
and above all give the Rus- 
sians, the weapons that are so 
desperately needed and give 


them quickly; for he who gives 
quickly gives twice. 


way for a world war and 
robbed the ranks of the anti- 


If prophetic protests have from time to time led to actual 
schism, such schism is often less harmful to the real unity of the 
Body of Christ than the unanimous vote of the majority which 
unchurched the prophet . . . The Sanhedrin, which achieved 
comfortable “catholic” unanimity and avoided breaking with 
tradition by breaking the body of the Galilean upon the cross, 
represents the antithesis of true catholicity. The line of true catho- 
licity passes through that broken Body—and that of many an- 
other protestant martyr thereafter, through whose sacrifice the 
Spirit of Christ has freshly arisen from its entombment in con- 
ventional Christendom, to lead this church onward to new vic- 
tories over the world. 

WALTER MARSHALL HORTON 
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FOEMEN VASSALS: A PACIFIST 


APOLOGIA 
By VIDA D. SCUDDER 


Are foeman vassals.” 


N outstanding demand of 
the present crisis in his- 
tory is for increasing tolerance. 
As we watch the shifts in polit- 
ical alignments, as we dissect 
the interweaving of sinister ten- 
dencies below the surface, be- 
wilderment besets us. Nor does 
it simplify the situation to flee 
into our own minds; never was 
the stream of consciousness so 
tossed by cross-currents. Intro- 
spection brings vertigo; com- 
plex forces in the sub-conscious 
control our decisions. Or can 
we make decisions? Must we 
not either echo the catch-words 
of the multitude, or take refuge 
in paralyzed defeatism? . . . No! 
A man fails to meet the chal- 
lenge of the times unless some 
gruelling conviction determines 
purpose and behavior; he also 
fails unless he recognizes that 
for his neighbor the delicate 
balance may tip the other way. 
Tolerance! Neither the compla- 
cent type born of indifference, 


—"We of the self-same truth 
—Louise Imogen Guiney 


nor the cynical type born of 
inability to choose a side. Both 
these must be outlawed! But the 
alternative must not be angered 
impatience with attitudes con- 
trary to our own. Rather, large 
tolerance united with convic- 
tion, and with surrender of one’s 
whole being to service of the 
truth as one sees it. No easy 
combination. 

Necessity for such finer toler- 
ance is especially plain in re- 
gard to the attitude toward war 
dividing the religious world. 
Noble men on both sides have 
strange allies. He who accepts 
war on the highest grounds 
may have little in common with 
the man fighting next him; 
while the Pacifist, aiming at the 
victory of pure love, and just 
now wishing to with-hold his 
country from entering active 
conflict, must endure the bitter 
discovery that some urging the 
same policy are actuated by 
that anti-Semitism which is the 


Original Article 


46 THE PROTESTANT 


most blatantly hideous feature 
of the Nazi glorification of hate. 
Pacifists and non-Pacifists alike 
are ruled by wide variety of 
motives. To sling language,— 
“War-Monger”, “Appeaser”’,—is 
a debasing and poisonous trick 
practised only on low levels of 
intelligence. The ‘‘war-monger”, 
if we insist on calling names, 
may be stirred by those simple 
pugnacious instincts which Max 
Eastman is telling us are the 
permanent main-springs of hu- 
man action; or by straight na- 
tionalistic selfishness. On the 
other hand, he may with grave 
but tranquil conscience endorse 
war because convinced that in 
this world of compromise, right 
must be defended on the plane 
of Justice rather than of Love. 
History is apparently behind 
him, and he can be as disin- 
terested as he is courageous. 
His chief advantage over the 
Pacifist is that he never avoids 
danger; the world can ill afford 
to lose the glorious tradition of 
the soldier at his best, nor can 
any Pacifist today fail to vi- 
brate to the instances of heroic 
sacrifice, often enriching the 
grim pages of our morning 
paper. 


October-November 


Can the pacifist rise to a 
higher level of courage? Yes I 
think so. But what poor mo- 
tives may on the other hand 
control him! Cowardly sluggish- 
ness if you will; we have been 
reminded lately of Machia- 
velli‘s acute remark, that Chris- 
tianity may easily be interpret- 
ed according to the prompt- 
ings of indolence rather than 
of virtue. . . . How about his 
own type of national selfish- 
ness,—Patagonia First? Yet this 
mean impulse merges into hon- 
est conviction that we best help 
the world future by conserving 
on one continent the crumbling 
virtues destroyed by war. And 
from this at least arguable posi- 
tion, he turns to evidence which 
convinces him of the ultimate 
futility of the war-method. This 
is not because he sees no dif- 
ference between the two sides 
in a conflict, it is because he is 
intensely unwilling to adopt the 
methods of the side he abjures. 
“None ever hated in this world, 
but come to every likeness of 
the foe he fought,” said the Irish 
mystic AE. There should be dis- 
tinction of means as well as of 
ends: ‘The means men use vi- 


tate the end they pursue”, says | 
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the Protestant Digest in another 
connection. .. . If he is a Chris- 
tian, he desires to be guided not 
only by the precepts but by the 
behavior of Him Who is to him 
not only Redeemer but Example. 
... Knowing,—and costly is the 
knowledge, — that the disciple 
must never sin for the sake 
even of salvaging civilization, 
he bows before the charge that 
such “individualistic perfection- 
ism” at the expense of others 
is ignoble. Make no mistake: 
to maintain his position calls 
for its own type of realistic 
courage. I do not think a Paci- 
fist can hold to it unless he is 
saturated with Christianity. He 
derives a little comfort from 
observing how wide a range 
of motives affects both him and 
his opponent. But one thing is 
clear: he is a deluded sentimen- 
talist, victim of moralistic eva- 
sions, unless his convictions cut 
into the bed-rock of Christian 
faith. How otherwise can he en- 
visage the possible destruction 
of the best values in secular 
civilization, rather than willing- 
ly to offend that tiny point in 
the universe for which alone he 
is directly responsible,—his own 
miserable soul? Here comes, I 
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think, his sharpest test; nor can 
he hold fast to his witness unless 
he believes that in every sit- 
uation, defeat may be the ap- 
pointed instrument of salvation. 

This article is written from 
the point of view of a Pacifism 
increasingly absolute. But what 
winds from every quarter con- 
tinuously buffet such a position! 
The man serenely assured that 
only war can preserve democ- 
racy and freedom, should re- 
gard the Pacifist with deep com- 
passion. For he is a poor Paci- 
fist who does not listen con- 
stantly within to arguments on 
the other side. 

One such argument has spe- 
cial power to sting. Pacifists are 
wholesomely reminded that we 
profit by the system we refuse 
to defend. This is true. It is our 
shame. And the accusation is 
far-reaching. War is no isolated 
phenomenon, it is the recurrent 
outcome of our whole set-up. 
At least since the Industrial 
Revolution, our whole material 
life has been intimately de- 
pendent on an economic-polit- 
ical order which many of us 
have come to abhor, because 
we find it contradicts the basic 
principles of our faith. But we 


~ 4. 


48 THE PROTESTANT 


are so fast in prison that we 
can not get out. Compared to 
the resultant slavery in which 
we have our outward being, 
limitations or suppressions which 
we might suffer under a Totali- 
tarian state, seem of secondary 
importance. ... In view of our 
general unease, attitude toward 
this special issue of war might 
seem unimportant. But here is 
the point: this obvious denial of 
the Christian method presents 
one issue in which we are not 
helpless. Years ago, in my 
smug early middle age that 
noble Pacifist veteran Henry 
Hodgkin showed me this. I had 
unfolded to him my rather su- 
percilious rejection of Pacifism 
on the score that war was only 
a symptom of evil more pro- 
found and pervasive. He 
agreed; but said that here was 
at last an issue where witness 
could be born. One can not re- 
fuse to eat, albeit the very Sac- 
ramental Bread, as Father Fred- 
eric Smyth has shown, bears 
the stamp of the exploitation of 
labor. But one can refuse to 
fight or to endorse war. Know- 
ing that I must accept any prof- 
it to myself from war and vic- 
tory as a sobering and painful 
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discipline, I turned toward Paci- 
fism from that hour. 

Pacifism is today beyond 
comparison more _ searching 
than in 1914-18. Moralistic sen- 
timentality no longer marks it. 
Its leaders, and an increasing 
number of the rank and file, 
swing further toward the eco- 
nomic Left. They know that 
Revolution is upon us. They are 
not alone in such knowledge. 
During the first World War, few 
saw beyond the preservation of 
threatened values, and return 
to the Status Quo was the in- 
spiring purpose of the Allies. 
Today, not the most ardent be- 
lievers in Free Enterprise can 
hope that what they cherish in 
our so-called Democracies can 
be retained without drastic so- 
cial change. Thinkers and arch- 
bishops, novelists and journal- 
ists, yes even statesmen, agree, 
till talk of “a new social order” 
threatens to become one of 
those glib slogans which betray 
the unwary into the delusion 
that they possess an idea. Yet 


the prevalence of such talk sug- | 


gests the ground on which all ! 


liberal minds are meeting. “The ! 


wave of the future” is carrying 


us away from individualistic ! 
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democracy with its cruel human 
wastage, toward some form of 
collectivization. Whether the 
Coming Order shall be Totali- 
tarian slavery, or a nearer ap- 
proach than has yet been 
achieved toward that “perfect 
law of liberty” through which 
social control shall release in- 
stead of effacing personality, 
we do not know. This, we shall 
be told, is the great issue the 
war must decide. But all think- 
ing people are aware that the 
war can not decide it. The war 
at best can only remove ob- 
stacles, clear the air.... Or can 
it clear the air? The Pacifist is 
filled with a horrid fear as he 
watches the methods of his own 
beloved country, moving re- 
lentlessly, slowly, toward the 
exact methods of the enemy 
they oppose. 

In any case, Americans do 
not need to wait till the war is 
over, to unite in active devotion 
to the end desired of them all: 
a world in harmony. Great 
forces, apart from war, are 
pressing toward that dim fu- 
ture. Not only the progressive 
mastery of time and space, 
drawing the nations together; 
nor again the proletarian revo- 
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lution on which the Marxist de- 
pends. We are too helpless be- 
fore our own powers to do 
much about the first; the Paci- 
fist can not welcome the poten- 
tial violence of the second. But 
there are other forces at work, 
secret, silent, constructive. Even 
in this world winter, seeds of 
new life are in the ground. 
When invisible, they can be 
watered; when their tips push 
bravely through the soil, they 
can be cultivated, often at great 
cost of fatigue. Here is the field 
for the Pacifist, here the outlet 
for energy he so desperately 
needs. Let him not cringe under 
the sneering accusation of pas- 
sivity, echoed by keen inner 
anguish at remaining inactive 
while others suffer and die. His 
role too must be positive. Any * 
Pacifist today who fails to find 
such active work to do as taxes 
all his powers, deserves every 
criticism passed on him. He 
doesn’t often fail. He joins lib- 
erals of every persuasion, la- 
boring sacrificially with them 
for the future. 

Examples on two lines crowd 
into the mind: practical ad- 
ventures, and adventures of 
thought. There is no lack of en- 
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terprise to invite adventurous 
youth. Plenty of causes to serve. 
Social experiments cropping up 
everywhere. Agrarian reforms, 
Workers Education, Quaker 
Work Camps, Catholic Worker 
Farm Communes, Ashrams 
sometimes with a_ practical 
core, cooperatives in China, Ja- 
pan, Latin America, U. S. A. 
Here and, mirabile dictu, in 
England, an amazing number 
of small communal colonies 
trying to live the life of the 
economic future in the eco- 
nomic present, appear like wee 
green patches in the contem- 
porary Waste Land. One 
smiles, and sighs recalling the 
collapse of sundry such col- 
onies, Fourierite, Owenite, what 
you will, in this country a hun- 
dred odd years ago. Yet hope 
is possible that experiments 
premature then may be signs 
of true promise now that capi- 
talism is rotting to decay... . 
Turn to theory, where elder folk 
are more at home: strenuous 
demands! Seldom was stern 
thinking so intense, common, 
penetrating, as today. Reverent 
must be our study of it, coming 
as it largely does from coun- 
tries scourged by war. Experi- 
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ence and aspiration long ac- 
tive below the surface of a civi- 
lization moving to its doom, 
appear here,—evidence that the 
world heads not toward death, 
but toward a more abundant 
life. Thank God, such thinking 
is not confined to Pacifists; it 
is common to all who recog- 
nize the mighty tendencies, un- 
related to the present war, 
pressing toward the dim future 
of a world organized for peace. 
But Pacifists are sharing in it; 
and as they join all vigorous 
and independent spirits in ac- 
and inward, 
apart from the one activity of 
war, tolerance, cold or warm, 
will yield to fruitful fellowship. 

Pacifists should never be dog- 
matic. On many immediate is- 
sues, —for instance, the vexed 
question of an immediate nego- 
tiated peace,_they may do well 
to be silent. Nor must they ever 
deny that those who believe 
they fight for right, on battle 
field or in council chamber, are 
truly fighting by the light of the 
Sun of Righteousness. Yet,—if | 
the figure may be allowed,— 
is not their light merely moon- 
light, reflected from the Lord of | 
Day? And on the far horizon in 
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a very dim dawning, do Paci- 
fists not discern a gleaming 
promise of the rising of the very 
Sun? They hardly dare be sure. 
But slowly they perceive that 
these distant schemes, these 
immediate experiments, have 
one thing in common: they 
obey, consciously or not, the 
law of Christ. From limitation 
of national sovereignty and 
possible surrender of empire, to 
acceptance by employers of 
workers’ rights to a share in 
control, the Will to Power be- 
gins voluntarily to yield to 
magnanimity and sacrifice. It 
is astonishing to see these vir- 
tues pushing their way into col- 
lective relationships. Long ago, 
under the simple name of cour- 
tesy, they conquered the draw- 
ing room; but the private eti- 
quette which enjoins never pre- 
empting the best chair, has 
hardly guided public conduct. 
In the family, these virtues the- 
oretically reign but talk about 
the Family of Nations has been 
mostly idle patter. In personal 
lifé, plain Christian folk accept 
the ideal of selfless love as of- 
fering a code at least halting- 
ly followed; but dare we ex- 
pect the day when this code 
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shall be enjoined, or accepted, 
in public conduct? 

The Pacifist doesn’t know. But 
he won't give up hoping. He 
pins his faith to the symbol of 
the Cross. Of course it is a sym- 
bol of accepted, of outward, de- 
feat. Yet despite much evidence 
to the contrary, he believes that 
even in this world of compro- 
mise it reveals the principle of 
all enduring achievement. Here 
is the Christian paradox. He can 
not see the Cross as Reinhold 
Niebuhr does, at the edge of 
history, a sad estray from eter- 
nity into the world of time. Rath- 
er it is to him the very centre 
of history, the source of all abid- 
ing progress, the only banner 
under which Mercy and Truth 
can meet together, and Right- 
eousness and Peace achieve 
their miraculous embrace. 

Only an arduous Act of Faith 
can create this attitude. Let no 
one judge the inner life of the 
Pacifist a tranquil abode. We 
are very humble; we do not 
wonder if some of our most es- 
teemed prophets desert us. Yet 
we can not help ourselves: For 


PACIFIC SCHGOL 


Looking '* 


52 THE PROTESTANT 


ahead, past the temporary 
curse of war,... yes, even on 
this “darkling plain‘, the war- 
torn world today,—we behold 
the Way, the Holy Way, of 
Love, silently inviting groups as 
well as individuals to follow 
it; nations, classes, industrial 
corporations, finding here in 
their every relation the only 
road that they can tread to- 
gether in sanity and peace... . 
Is the thing conceivable? Hard- 
ly yet. Impossibilities leap to 
the mind, dilemmas to be dis- 


sected, clashing responsibili- 
ties facing inward and outward, 
to be reconciled. ... Let us aim 


at Justice, yes; though we are 
far from our goal. But Love, in 
control of business, of politics, 
of corporate life in all its con- 
flicts? 

Unthinkable! Our only help is 
in recognizing that Christianity 
does slowly penetrate our fallen 
nature. We agree with Maud 
Royden, that no nation can be 
expected to refrain from war, 
for there is as yet no such thing 
as a Christian nation. Sadly we 
recognize with her that for Eng- 
land, e.g. . . . to claim to fight 
as such is sheer illusion. But 
since this is the case, we can 


October-November 


honor England, honor China, 
honestly acting on the level 
they have reached; we can feel 
that the soldier, fighting for the 
cause we too believe in by 
means we deem obsolescent, 
may be not only more efficient 
but more valuable at the mo- 
ment than the man who antici- 
pates the ethic of an unrealized, 
perhaps unrealizable future. 

No nation can be conceived 
accepting our principle today. 
No business man would consid- 
er it. There is only one body to 
which it might seem less alien; 
the Christian Church. But one 
does not need to look at Spain 
to see that the official, institu- 
tional Church is no more will- 
ing than say, a Petroleum Com- 
pany to apply the law of sacri- 
ficial love to her corporate life. 
She clings as tenaciously as 
State or industrial corporation, 
to possession and power. And 
like them, she honestly believes 
that in so doing, she protects 
her members and fulfils her 
destiny. 

Yet the idea of courteous love, 
operative in corporate life, sends 
flitting gleams through all those 
Peace Plans. It flashes through 
our economic thinking; for we 
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begin to see that the only alter- 
native to proletarian-revolution, 
is voluntary renunciation of 
power on the part of the privi- 
leged classes. The Marxist 
sneers, the Christian business 
man shrugs his shoulders; but 
relentless circumstance drives 
us to realize that in every sit- 
uation, biological, industrial, 
political, life must be lost to be 
found. World war comes as 
grim ally, to clarify our vision. 
For unless we are headed to- 
ward racial suicide, the lethal 
wisdom of science will force 
us presently, at the dictates of 
common sense, to abandon mu- 
tual destruction. Common Sense 
on the side of the Cross? Para- 
dox can cut deep into truth. 

The Christian Pacifist longs 
passionately to behold the 
Church as a whole playing at 
least a minor part in sublimat- 
ing the motives for the removal 
of the curse of war. He is con- 
vinced that the possibility of 
extending the Christian law in 
its fullness to group action, is 
the most important matter that 
religion will be called to face 
during the coming years. So 
profound is the issue,—so tre- 
endous in its implications, 
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that when facing it the question 
concerning attitude toward the 
present war becomes by com- 
parison a detail. He sees scant 
evidence that the Church has as 
yet faced it at all, far less 
adopted the idea in either 
theory or practise. But as an 
individual he must do his bit, 
he must stand with the proph- 
ets. The early Church was 
wont to address Christ as 
“Father of the Future Age”, and 
pacifists like to think that they 
are perhaps children of that 
future. But they are not compla- 
cent; and again we plead with 
all who “serve the present age” 
as we must not, to be generous 
with us, for our eyes are dim. 
We have no idea how far or 
how soon the dynamic from 
Above gradually transforming 
human motives, will affect the 
earthly scene; though we do not 
think we should be told to pray, 
“Thy Kingdom come on earth”, 
were there no chance that the 
prayer should be answered in 
the temporal order. Meanwhile, 
let us agree in penitence; for 
every thinking man realizes our 
failure to implement with com- 
plete reality those great words, 
Democracy and Freedom, to 
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which our common allegiance more and more. And we can 
is pledged. We can also unite, unite in prayer, which is the 
as this article has been saying, most effective weapon in that 
in cooperative activities seek- ‘war within the war” we are all 
ing to make the words mean waging together. 
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THE SWORD OF THE SPIRIT SHEATHED 


“_& great opportunity has been lost.” 


HE movement known as “the 

Sword of the Spirit,” found- 
ed a year ago by Cardinal 
Hinsley to unite all Christian 
men and women of good-will 
against the challenge offered 
by the Totalitarian Systems and 
for the purpose of securing co- 
operation in support of the war 
as just and Christian, has lost 
its primal radiance. 

At the outset, the movement 
which secured the warm sup- 
port of the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury, the Archbishop of 
York, and the leaders of the 
Free Churches who were glad 
to co-operate with Cardinal 
Hinsley and British Roman 
Catholics in their effort to pre- 
sent a united Christian front 
against the reactionary pagan- 
ism of Germany and her allies, 
has unfortunately become nar- 
| rowed down to an English Ro- 
man Catholic movement. The 
| announcement of the accep- 
| tance of this restrictive policy 
was made by Cardinal Hinsley 
with many explanations at the 
| first annual meeting of the 


movement on Saturday, August 
ninth. 

The Cardinal declared that 
the Roman hierarchy in this 
country had felt compelled in 
accordance with their Catholic 
convictions to restrict full mem- 
bership in the Sword of the 
Spirit movement to Roman 
Catholics. Adherents of other 
Christian communions, it is true, 
might become, “associate mem- 
bers,” but were to posses neith- 
er voting power nor control. 

This announcement had nat- 
urally caused much disappoint- 
ment amongst those non-Ro- 
man Catholic supporters of the 
movement who had so warm- 
ly welcomed it at the outset as 
promising a really united Chris- 
tian effort in this land on be- 
half of the cause of Christian 
civilization—a movement in 
which Roman Catholic and An- 
glican, Presbyterian and Quak- 
er, Baptist and Congregational- 
ist, Methodist and Unitarian, 
were resolved not to allow their 
theological and ecclesiastical 
differences to prevent them 
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from uniting under the leader- 
ship of the Holy Spirit in a war 
pledged to the overthrow of all 
anti-Christian aggression, tyran- 
ny, injustice, and inhumanity. 

Surely no basis could have 
been broader, simpler, more 
practical, more truly Christian 
than this movement professed 
itself to be at the outset; but 
once again the forces of eccle- 
siastical tradition and dogmatic 
fanaticism have proved too 
strong and the Sword of the 
Spirit has become identified 
with the exclusive claims of the 
Roman Pontiff. 

The verdict delivered in the 
leading article of The Church 
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Times of August 15, 1941, is one 
with which we are compelled 
to agree: 

The hopes engendered by the launch- 
ing a year ago of the Sword of the 
Spirit Movement have not been fulfilled 
. .. So far as Churchmen and Noncon- 
formists are concerned, the Sword of 
the Spirit Movement, despite renewed 
allusions at the annual meeting to co- 
operation with “the other Christian bod- 
ies,” has now, alas! no more title to be 
considered in the light of a brave ex- 
periment in Christian collaboration than 
any other exclusively Roman Catholic 
organization, The support of other Chris- 
tians is accepted, almost as it were on 
sufferance, but neither corporately nor 
individually have they any locus standi, 
any say in the direction of policy. A 
great opportunity has been lost. 


Man experiences not so much things themselves as himself | 


in the things; the relating together, the surveying, the experienc- 


ing of the whole is always a spiritual performance. 


RuDOLPH EUCKEN. 


STOP FILM CENSORSHIP 


By MADY CHRISTIANS 


[This is part of a speech by Mady Christians before the 
emergency conference of the Stop Film Censorship Committee 
held September 29 in New York at the Martin Beck Theatre where 
Miss Christians is presently appearing in Lillian Hellman’s great 
anti-Fascist play Watch on the Rhine.—Tue Eprror.] 


AM sorry I cannot pretend 

to stand here and say “I saw 
it coming—I knew”. No, I be- 
longed to those who said: “It 
can't happen here,” or words to 
that effect in German. The ma- 
jority of the German people 
said that. Nobody took the 
alarm signs any too seriously 
—and I don't think our general 
public in America is sufficiently 
aware of the signs of coming 
danger here. The activity of the 
Committee in Washington in- 
vestigating the movies made 
me realize that here might be 
the start of what happened in 
Germany. 

The Germany of the 1920's 
and the early ‘30’s was an hon- 
est, democratic Republic. The 
| majority of the German people 
were proud of their newly ob- 
tained freedom. Literature, the 
stage, and the screen of those 
days expressed these general 
feelings of democracy and good 


will. There was intense collab- 
oration between the U. S. A. 
ond Germany in the motion- 
picture field. 

And then... as early as 1923 
and 1924, one read little notes 
in the daily papers about dem- 
onstrations in Silesia against 
some picture that denounced 
war. On the street, before en- 
tering a movie-house to see a 
picture with a strongly demo- 
cratic theme, one was given 
handbills — no one knew who 
had them distributed—denounc- 
ing the producers and the di- 
rector as un-German and alien, 
the theme as unworthy of the 
nation. In little party-papers, 
one saw headlines denouncing 
this producer, that writer, this 
big firm, a well known star. 
These items usually appeared 
in obscure newspapers in the 
agrarian parts of Germany, or 
in the cheap scandal sheets of 
the bigger towns. Nobody paid 
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much attention to them. The 
press-clipping bureaus enclos- 
ed these items when they sent 
you your clippings—and you 
showed them around at parties 
for a good laugh, amused at the 
imbecility of the crackpots who 
wrote them. 

Then these organizations 
came out more openly. They 
sent contact men to picture-re- 
leasing firms in the provincial 
centres, telling them: unless 
your firm in Berlin changes the 
theme of their pictures your 
pictures will be boycotted in 
our community. 

More articles—more contact 
men—often asking that retakes 
be made so that the picture 
would conform with the “New 
German Ideology”. Later in the 
20’s—stinkbombs at the open- 
ing of an American picture, All 
Quiet on the Western Front. 

At first the big picture com- 
panies stood firm. They laughed 
at their frightened salesmen. 
But the little firms were fright- 
ened and conformed to the 
wishes of these strange political 
emissaries. Out of fear, they 
mixed in one or two blood-curd- 
ling pictures of some phony 
Nazi-party martyr, or a nice 
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hymn of hate against our Eu- 
ropean neighbors. They mixed 
them in apologetically with 
their usual fare of cheap Rhine- 
wine, women and song-produc- 
tions. 

Those little frightened firms 
fared badly later when the con- 
tact men came into power, for 
once in power, the big firms 
were taken over and the little 
firms disappeared. 

Then came the day in 1933, 
when this once so ridiculous 
Nazi Party came to power. And 
their first move was to take over 
the motion-picture industry, the 
radio, and the stage. 

And now over here today— 
following the development of 
the Investigation Committee as 
I have, with all its side-issues, 
scandal-mongering and snoop- 
ing, the result might easily be 
a very dangerous one—prepar- 
ing the ground for something 
even more destructive—censor- 
ship. 

I don’t think you can accuse 
the motion picture industry of 
acting as unscrupulous propa- 
gandists or on government or- 
ders. Since pictures depend on 
popular support to make money 
the pictures under debate must 
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necessarily express the feelings 
of the majority of the American 
people, because they make 
money. 

Why are books like William 
Shirer’s Berlin Diary, Kernan’s 
France on Berlin Time, best 
sellers? And—to introduce a lit- 
tle bit of “dangerous” propa- 
ganda myself—why is Watch 
on the Rhine at the Martin oe 
Theatre a hit? 

For one and the very same 
reason—all these, like the pic- 
tures under debate, deal with 
problems that are in the minds 
of the general public, and that 
is why they are popular. 

Otherwise the average man 
would not buy these books, pay 
$3.30 to see a play, or stand in 
line for a movie. 

To throttle freedom of expres- 
sion in the arts is fatal to the 
very life of a free country. The 
arts, more readily than any- 
thing else, make an impression 
upon the human mind. The 
moving pictures especially may 
be used as in Germany to cre- 
ate uniformed minds. There is 
a Prussian word: Kadaverge- 
horsam—cadaver—obedience. It 
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was forgotten during the demo- 
cratic Republic, but it came 
back—cadaver-obedience, the 
body, the mind, the emotions, 
the soul were made uniform by 
pictures, stage, screen, radio, 
books and press—made to think, 
love, enjoy, hate, one way by 
the cunningly-used means of 
the entertainment industry. If 
the Nazi State sank millions 
into these projects it did not 
matter. If the grown-up public 
did not much like these pic- 
tures, did not pay to see them, 
and they did not bring in any 
returns, that did not matter. The ~ 
youth was sent to see them. 
They did not know how to 
judge — they saw these movies 
low-priced or free of charge— 
and a generation of one track 
minds, filled by the sense of ca- 
daver-obedience, fanatical and 
isolated in their thinking and 
feeling from the rest of the 
world, grew up. 

Having seen this thing hap- 
pen in a sane, democratically- 
governed country, with my own 
eyes, I want to speak up today 
and say: There are storm-sig- 
nals—right here, right now! 


THE PAPACY AND THE AMERICAN 
CIVIL WAR © 


By LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH —We are confident that 
they (the American people and their President) 
would comply with our paternal admonitions.”—Pius IX 


Hee coe Louis Napoleon of France aspired to become pro- 

tector of the Papacy and schemed to gain for Pius IX a 
foothold in the Americas. Taking advantage of the preoccupa 
tion of the American Republic with its tragic Civil War the Em- 
peror installed through force the Catholic Archduke Maximilian 
on the throne of Mexico. 

Although Maximilian was installed in the capital, the Mexi- 
can Republic remained alive under Juarez who, having estab- 
lished his capital at various places successively in the north, at 
length found himself at El Paso, which in Mexico is now called 
Juarez, on the American border. He was heartened by the attitude 
of the American Federal government under Lincoln which con- 
tinued to recognize him while other governments were now rec- 
ognizing the Emperor. Although the American Civil War was 
now in its third year and Lincoln's spirits were sorely tried, the 
Federal government did not falter in its defense of the legitimate 
government of Mexico and in its insistence that this foreign in- 
terference be ended. If it should have succeeded in this, it would 
not only have thrown important obstacles across the pathway of 
the Vatican, but would in addition have caused the Papacy to 
suffer a serious loss of face in all Latin America. In these cir- 
cumstances the increased efforts of Pius IX to wreck the Ameri- 
can government in its hour of peril may best be understood. 
Secretary Seward began sending his warnings to Louis Napoleon 
to withdraw from Mexico only two months after the arrival of 
Maximilian, telling him in a message dated April 7, 1864. 


I remain now firm as heretofore in the opinion that the destinies of the 
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American continent are not to be permanently controlled by any political arrange- 
ment that can be made in the capitals of Europe. 

In another message Seward informed the French government: 

. . . this government has long recognized and does continue to recognize the 
constitutional government of the united states of Mexico as the sovereign authority 
in that country, and the President, Benito Juarez as its chief... 

Benito Juarez at the same time was heartened by words of 
encouragement from the Central and South American Republics. 

While Louis Napoleon stalled for time in Mexico he made over- 
tures to England to break the blockade which the Federal gov- 
ernment had established against the South, and to recognize the 
Confederacy. But England had had enough of this adventurer 
and curtly rejected his proposals. In the meantime French troops 
were actively cooperating with the South by harassing the Mexi- 
can Republicans along the Rio Grande, who were sympathetic 
toward the North, and by intercepting messages between Presi- 
dent Juarez and President Lincoln. 

Mr. Jefferson Davis, the former President of the Confederacy, 
revealed in his Rise and Fall of the Confederate Government, that 
Louis Napoleon “was anxious to go beyond” this indirect aid to 
the South, “and so was the Pope of Rome .. . Napoleon's efforts 
looking toward the break of our blockade was met with refusal 
from England, the only country whose artisans were the chief 
sufferers by the cotton famine.” 

Pius IX wrote letters to the Archbishops of New York and of 
New Orleans, ordering them to convey to the American “chief 
rulers and people” the Pope’s wishes as “the administrator of 
the vice-regent work of Him who is the Author of peace.” They, 
and the bishops of their respective provinces, were to act as the 
commissioners of the Pope, presenting his views to the Washing- 
ton government and to proceed to settle the affairs of the United 
States according to the paternal wishes of the Sovereign Pontiff. 
This letter said in part: 

Apply all your study and exertion with the people and the chief rulers to 
restore forthwith the desired tranquillity and peace. 

Neither omit to admonish and exhort the people and their supreme ruler, 
even in our name, 
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We are confident that they would comply with our paternal admonitions. | 

The archbishops were better judges of the temper of the 
American government than was the Pontiff, for they did not act 
on his orders to exhort the President and the government in the 
name of the Pope. The words however were promulgated among 
the laity and caused much offense and indignation throughout the 
North. No such words were addressed to the Confederate gov- 
ernment, with which the Pope was in close and friendly relations. 
Certain correspondence which passed between the Vatican and 
the South left no room for mistaking their true import, which was" 
to coerce, if possible, the government of Lincoln into abandoning 
ite defense of the Union. To the honor of the Catholic episcopacy 
of the North it must be said that among them were numbered 
men whose devotion to the cause of the Union was unquestioned. 
Among these was Archbishop Purcell of Cincinnati, just a step 
across from the Mason-Dixon line. Notwithstanding much divided 
sentiment thereabouts he boldly flew the stars and stripes from the 
Cincinnati Cathedral, even in the face of the bitterest opposition. 
Archbishop John Hughes, of New York, however, was lukewarm 
and even defended the institution of slavery. His course at best 
was equivocal; as the recognized leader of the Irish Catholics 
in America he had to be handled with gloves and his apologists 
present him in the light of one who defended the Union. But he 
was very far from being a Purcell. 

President Jefferson Davis, disappointed that Napoleon, being” 
unable to induce England to recognize the Confederacy, would 
not do so himself, was cheered by the Pope’s message to the 
northern bishops. He hoped that the Pope would recognize the. 
Confederacy and so induce other nations to follow. To this a 
he sent Colonel A, Dudley Mann to Rome as his agent. Colonel 
Mann bore a letter, dated September 23, 1863, thanking the Pope . 
for interfering on the side of the Confederacy by his letter to the ) 
northern hierarchy. Colonel Mann had an interview with the Pope | 
in which His Holiness spoke of President Lincoln and his various 
emissaries abroad, contemptuously as “Lincoln & Co.” The Cen-' 
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tury Magazine for May, 1891, in an article written by John Bigelow 
and entitled “The Confederate Diplomatists,” contains a report 
of this interview. It says in part: 


Mr. Mann is pleased to contrast the politeness of the Pope in his treatment 
of the slavery question with the officious indiscretion of ‘‘would-be champions 
of public causes” in England. Mann presented to the Pope a letter from Jefferson 
Davis. 

In a subsequent letter to Mr. Davis, Colonel Mann tells about 
his ensuing conversation with Pope Pius. He wrote: 

His Holiness now stated, to use his own language, that ‘Lincoln & Co.” had 
endeavored to create an impression abroad that they were fighting for the abolition 
of slavery and that it might be judicious in us to consent to gradual emancipation. 
I replied that the subject of slavery was one over which the government of the 
Confederate states, like that of the old United States, had no control whatever; 
that all ameliorations with regard to the institution must proceed from the states 
themselves, which were as sovereign in their character, in this regard, as were 
France, Austria, or any other continental power; that true philanthropy shuddered 
at the thought of the liberation of the slave in the manner attempted by Lincoln 
& Co.; that such a procedure would be practically to convert the well-cared-for 
civilized negro into a semi-barbarian; that such of our slaves as had been cap- 
tured or decoyed off by our enemy were in incomparably worse condition than 
while they were in the service of their masters; that they wished to return to 
their own homes, the love of which was the strongest of their affections; that 
if, indeed African slavery were an evil, there was a power which in its own 
good time would doubtless remove that evil in a more gentle manner than that 
of causing the earth to be deluged with blood for its southern overthrow. 


He continues to explain the sympathetic attention with which 
the Pope received these explanations, finding them satisfactory. 
The Confederate Secretary of State, Mr. Judah P. Benjamin, 
under date of February 1, 1864, wrote Colonel Mann in reply: 
The President has been much gratified at learning of the cordial reception 
which you received from the Pope; and the publication of your correspondence, 
(of which I send you a newspaper slip) has had a good effect. 
_ The effect of the mission was to procure from the Pope the 
recognition of the Confederacy. But this recognition did not bring 
with it recognition from other powers as had been hoped. The 
Pope's recognition was contained in the following letter which 
Pius IX handed to Colonel Mann to be delivered to Mr. Jefferson 
Davis: 
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Illustrious and Honorable President: 

We have just received, with all suitable welcome the persons sent by you 
to place in our hands your letter dated 23rd of September last. Not slight was 
the pleasure we experienced when we learned from these persons and the letter 
with what feelings of joy and gratitude you were animated, Illustrious and Honorable 
President, as soon as you were informed of our letters to our venerable brothers, 
John, Archbishop of New York, and John, Archbishop of New Orleans, dated the 
18th of October of last year, and in which we have with all our strength excited 
and exhorted those venerable brothers that in their episcopal piety and solicitude 
they should endeavor with most ardent zeal, and in our name, to bring about 
the end of that fatal civil war which has broken out in those countries, and in 
order that the American people may obtain peace and concord and dwell 
charitably together. 

It is particularly agreeable to us to see that you, Illustrious and Honorable 
President, and your people are animated with that same desire of peace and 
tranquillity which we have in our letters inculcated upon our venerable brothers. 

May it please God at the same time to ordain that other peoples of America 
and their rulers, reflecting seriously how terrible is civil war, and what calamities 
it engenders, listen to the inspiration of a calmer spirit and adopt resolutely the 
part of peace. 

As for us, we shall not cease to offer up the most fervent prayers to God 
Almighty that He may pour out upon all people of America the spirit of peace 
and charity; and that he will stop the great evils which afflict them. We at the 
same time beseech the God of mercy and pity to shed upon you the light of His 
grace and attach you to us by a perfect friendship. 

Given at Rome at St. Peter’s, the third day of December, 1863, of Our 
Pontificate 18.—Pius IX. 

This letter is quoted from Appleton’s Annual Cyclopedia, 1863, volume III, 
p. 830. 

H. W. Cleveland, in a letter to Jefferson Davis dated Novem- 
ber 25, 1887, as given in Vol. X of Jefferson Davis, Constitutionalist, 


His Letters, Papers and Speeches, wrote: 

The letter of Pope Pius IX was well known to be inspired by that most 
powerful friend of the Church, Napoleon III, and the meaning of that letter of 
3rd December, 1863, and its pregnant words to “The Illustrious and Honorable — 
Jefferson Davis, President of the Confederate States of America,” and their Paris 
conception, was not misunderstood anywhere, least of all by Abraham Lincoln. 
There was no “so-called” in His Holiness’ letter, and while it only prayed for © 
peace, and did not propose any armed action on the part of the small states of © 
the church, the onus of a fratricidal war was distinctly cast on the North where 
it still rests. 


We do not here criticize the men of the South in seeking all 


1941 THE PAPACY AND THE CIVIL WAR — 65 


possible aid to that cause which seemed so just in their eyes. 
What here is in question is papal interference with the affairs of 
the United States, and its manoeuvers aiming at wrecking the 
free American Union. Had it succeeded, and had the Confederacy 
survived, still adhering to those liberal principles of democracy 
which were held in common both by the North and the South, it 
wouid probably have discovered in due time that the Vatican had 
merely used it for its own ends, and would seek to capture or | 
destroy it in turn. 


LOVE AND THIS WAR 


Love is the only thread of meaning which redeems this catas- 
trophe from senseless fate to patterned tragedy. Love connects 
the present with the past: it explains the chaos of the present as 
the ordered consequence of human sin against the law of love, 
particularly our economic sin. Love connects the present with the 
future: it points to the establishment of a fraternal community, 
political and economic, international and interracial, as the price 
of human survival. And love provides resources for the present. 
Not only love for the oppressed, but also for the oppressor; not 
only for one’s comrades and allies but for the enemy as well. 
Not that forgiveness would undo or weaken resistance. There is 
no stronger thought to steel one to unrelenting resistance than 
Casy’s last words to his murderers in Grapes of Wrath, “You 
don't know what you are doing.” That is forgiveness. To under- 
stand the evil in the enemy, so much akin to the evil in oneself, 
to realize its blind destructiveness, is to gain strength to resist 
it unto death: not out of malice for the enemy, for he too is a 
victim of the broken community, but out of reverence for the 
community of love that must prevail. St. Augustine remarked: 
“The good man resists others in those points in which he resists 
himself.” We may add: He resists others in love precisely as 
he would wish others to resist him when he violates the law of 


love. 
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GOD AND STARVATION—A TRUE STORY — 


By CEDRIC BELFRAGE 


HERE was a strike in Fort 

Smith, Arkansas. Relief 
workers there had been getting 
30 cents an hour and averaged 
two or three days’ work a week. 
Some were only doing twelve 
hours a week. The funds to 
create these jobs came from 
Washington, but the administra- 
tion of the work 
was in the hands 
of State author- 
ities, under a 
Governor who 
was a planter. 
These authori- 
ties had advised 
Washington that 
Southern work- 
ers did not need 
as much relief as Northern 
workers: they were used to 
wearing less and eating less. 
The rate of pay had to be fixed 
so low that it could not tempt 
the cotton-slaves away from 
the plantations. And now the 
miners’ union contract was 
about to expire, and it was 
planned to cut their wages 
again: but in order to force the 
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take sides.” 


. but it's my job to 
minister to all people. I can’t 


“But don’t you see that by 
your very silence you are 
taking sides? Siding with 
wealth and property against 
the multitudes for whom the 
Nazarene stood?” 


“_Hetner went away.” 


miners to take this cut, relief- 
work pay had also to be re 
duced. The relief workers were 
told they would now receive 
twenty instead of thirty cents 
an hour. It was the last straw, 
and they declared a strike. 

The strike leader was a 
miner named Horace Bryan. 
There was a 
government of- 
ficial there ap- 
pointed to in- 
vestigate desti- 
tution in the 
state. This 
man’s name 
was Rev. Claude 
Williams of the 
Presbyterian 
Church. 

Bryan one day went to the 
jail to demand release of a 
striker who had been illegally 
arrested. Instead of releasing 
the striker they locked Bryan 
up with him. 

On the day before Bryan's 
trial Claude led a great hunger 
march through the streets of 
Fort Smith. Whites, Negroes, 


Condensed from two chapters of South of God, the life of Claude Williams, be 
/ Cedric Belfrage; Modern Age, New York. | 
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Mexicans and Indians marched 
behind him singing hymns. The 
people of property in Fort Smith 
watched the faces of the march- 
ers as they went by singing, 
and smelled trouble. The faces 
of the marchers said they were 
hungry even more plainly than 
the banners they carried, but 
the people of property saw only 
a band of cut-throats menacing 
law and order. It looked like 
revolution, and the word tight- 
ened the lips and hardened the 
hearts of all good citizens. 
The court was so jammed for 
the trial of Bryan that the archi- 
tect of the courthouse was 
called in to announce it might 


leave. Nobody left. Nearly all 
the people in the court were 
strikers. They sat very quiet 
and silent. To ease the tension 
the judge offered some humor- 
jous and sarcastic remarks, but 
jnobody laughed. Sweat bead- 
jed his flat brow and he looked 
increasingly uneasy. Claude 
was summoned as a witness, 
ut was put on trial as if he 
vere accused with Bryan. 

The judge seemed to fee] the 
tmosphere was not right for 
assing sentence on Bryan, 
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collapse if some people did not » 


and the verdict was postponed 
over the week-end. Bryan was 
allowed free on bail. After the 
session Claude applied to the 
judge for permission to hold a 
Sunday afternoon service for 
the strikers there in the court- 
house. 

“I know it’s an unusual re- 
quest, Judge,” he said, “but it 
would give these people some- 
thing to do to prevent violence. 
It is bitter cold outside and they 
have nowhere else to go. It 
would keep the struggle on a 
high ethical basis.” 

“You can keep your struggle 
on a high ethical basis in the 
ball park,” said the judge. ‘But 
I'd advise you to leave these 
men alone.” 

Claude held his service in the 
ball park. It was not actually 
freezing, but the great crowd of 
strikers who came to worship 
and hear Claude preach were 
soon blue with cold, for they 
were half naked. The sheriff, 
mayor, and judge came with 
detectives and policemen and 
stood on the crowd's edge, 
snugly over-coated. The strik- 
ers, white and black and 
brown, prayed and sang to- 
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_ gether. The respectable minis- 
ters of Fort Smith had refused 
to attend the service, but five 
lowly lay-preachers co-operat- 
ed with Claude. 

A Negro preacher led the 
people in prayer. Claude 
preached on the text: ‘“Where- 
fore criest thou unto me? Speak 
unto the children of Israel that 
they go forward.” He said that 
it was the strikers’ unshaken 
solidarity, not the fear of vio- 
lence, that was giving the re- 
spectable citizens of Fort Smith 
the jitters. After the service he 
tried to speak to the sheriff and 
police to make them under- 
stand the peaceful intentions of 


the strikers. They walked away ~ 


and would not speak to him. 

Next afternoon another hun- 
ger march was arranged. The 
strikers planned to meet for 
prayers in a field on the edge 
of the city, then march across 
town. In the morning the mayor 
sent a message that there must 
be no march. 

There was in effect a decla- 
ration of martial law. The strik- 
ers sent word back to the 
mayor: "This is America. We 
can march. If there is any law 
against it, it is unconstitutional.” 
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The mayor telephoned that 
gas bombs would be thrown to 
disperse any march, and hoses 
would be turned on the people. 
Claude replied that they would | 
all be glad to take a bath to-| 
gether. The mayor said: “If this 
march is attempted, there will 
be bloodshed. There will be | 
murder.” ; 

Then Claude telephoned the . 
police, telling them the route of © 
the march and the number of 
marchers, and asking for pro- 
tection. The mayor, he said, 
had threatened violence, but 
there would be no violence 
from the marchers. They intend- 
ed to shed no blood. 

“There isn't going to be any 
march,” the police chief said. 

“We're going to attempt it.” 

“And we'll attempt to break 
at up. - 

“That is probably to be ex- 
pected.” ; q 

The strikers assembled, and 
Claude spoke to them from an 
improvised platform, on which 
an American flag had been 
placed. a 

A poor preacher led the peo- 
ple in prayer. As they stood 
with bowed heads, a line of 
police cars drew up. The police 


GOD AND STARVATION 69 


1941 


chief with some men charged 
on to the platform, pushing the 
prayer-leader and Claude to 
the ground, and knocking the 
flag askew. 

“Watch out for that flag!’ 
said Claude. 

“To hell with the flag! It's 
you I want.” 

Claude urged the strikers: 
under no circumstances, what- 
ever might be done to them, 
must they let themselves be 
provoked. If the hose was turned 
on them they must walk right 
through it. They must not carry 
so much as a pocket-knife. 

Claude, Bryan and the others 
were piled into a police car 
filled with guns and gas bombs. 
A policeman was clutching 
Claude with trembling fists as 
if he were some dangerous 
criminal. 

At the jail the men who had 
been arrested for praying on 
the public street to the God of 
the poor asked to see the war- 
rants for their arrest. The police 
officials looked at them as if 
to warn them this was no time 
for the funny stuff, and put 
_ them into cells. 

_ Claude and Bryan were in a 
_ fourteen - by -ten-feet cell with 
| 


six others who introduced them- 
selves as Mike Chibuski, Dennis 
Rome, Frank and Demas Ray, 
Jack Brown and Jimmie Rey- 
nolds. The boys were already 
used to jail routine and passed 
the time playing poker and 
talking sex. One of them had 
syphilis and another had gon- 
orrhoea. 

In a corner was a non-flush- 
able receptacle, encrusted and 
undisinfected, for the use of all 
the guests. Some of the bunks 
were bare and some had filthy, 
sour-smelling pads and blank- 
ets. Lying about the floor were 
tin cups and spoons which, 
Mike Chibuski said, were 
passed down through the years 
without cleaning. The floor was 
dirty and the unventilated cell 
was full of stifling dust. 

Later another guest arrived 
in the cell and reported what 
the boys were saying around 
town: that the vigis would be 
calling at the jail at two in the 
morning to take Claude and 
Bryan for a ride into Oklahoma. 

It sounded not improbable, 
but there was nothing they 
could do about it. 

Claude woke in the grey 
dawning and was surprised io 
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find he was still there. Joyce 
was allowed to see him during 
the morning. She told him 
through the bars that their 
house had been raided during 
the night by the police who had 
warned her of worse to come. 
The whole city was a piece of 
tinder, she said, ready to flare 
up at the drop of a pink hat. 
People were acting as though 
possessed by devils. 

In the afternoon Bryan was 
taken to court and sentenced to 
six months and a $500 fine. 
Then Claude and the others 


were called and charged with - 


barratry, and their bail set at 
$1,200 each. The judge man- 
aged to crack off several good 
jokes during the brief business. 

Bryan was put in another 
cell, and Claude felt alone and 
depressed. Joyce had said she 
would be back before evening 
and she had not come, and he 
kept thinking of the way the 
police had threatened her. His 
fears for her and the children 
combined with the uncertainty 
of his own position, wondering 
when the vigilantes might come 
to take him out for a ride, made 
sleep impossible. 

The dawn came grey and 
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cold and he was still there. He 
had not slept at all and he felt 
dirty. He needed a shave, and 
in order to get it he had to let 
the jail barber use on him the 
same razor he had been using 
on the syphilitic. He was al- 
lowed to take a bath, without 
any towel, in a filthy bathroom. 
He complained of the condi- 


tions to the sheriff, but the © 


sheriff looked oddly at him for 
a minute and said he could not 
do anything. 

The day wore on. His attor- 
ney came with Joyce and said 
that during the night two of the 
relief workers who were trying 
to lead the strike had been tak- 
en for a ride by masked men, 
and threatened with lynching. 

When he was brought into 
the courthouse the building was 
filled with a great crowd of 
overalled workers with dirty, 
weary, hungry faces. All the 
people who had gathered for 
the hunger march were there, 
and hundreds more. They cov- 
ered the courthouse square and 
steps, filled the lobby and the 
staircase leading to the court- 
room. Against the walls squat- 
ted Negroes and Indians, who 
had been waiting since early 
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morning to see their preacher. 

The sight of the great crowd 
lifted Claude's spirit. The sher- 
iff, whose breath was perfumed 
with whisky, went through the 
press of Negroes and white 
trash, kicking them aside to 
make a lane. 

The courtroom was packed 
tight. The flat-headed judge, 
wearing a red tie, sat back in 
his chair and dribbled from the 
corners of his mouth. Forty or 
fifty vigilantes were packed in 
on either side of him. The jury- 
men were hardbitten types, 
lean and vindictive-looking. 

The preacher looked about to 
see if any of his fellow-minis- 

ters had come, but he saw only 

Rabbi Teitelbaum sitting near 
the front. A quick look of under- 
standing passed between him 
and the Rabbi, who was evi- 
dently suffering, aware of his 
impotence. 

The court would not try the 
group of arrested men together. 
Claude was taken first. He was 
public enemy number one in 
Fort Smith. 

A feeling of calm settled up- 
on him and that queer detach- 
able part of himself flew up in- 
to the rafters and looked down 
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impersonally on the _ scene, 
laughing. The trial was a buf- 
foonery. The workers in the 
body of the court sat very still. 
The faces of the jurymen were 
hard like granite, except when 
the prosecuting attorney found 
some especially vile thing to 
say about Claude, when they 
nudged one another and 
grinned knowingly. The judge, 
comfortable on his throne with 
the vigilantes about him, 
sneered humorous asides from 
time to time. 

Delighting in his rdle of de- 
fender of the faith against a 
devil in priest's clothing, the 
prosecuting attorney dramatized 
himself with shouts and stamp- 
ing. There was little chance for 
Claude to say anything, but 
when he could, he answered 
the fantastic questions with 
dignity and wit. 

After two or three hours of 
it night had fallen, and there 
was a recess. One of the vigi- 
lantes walked up and down 
many times shaking his head 
and staring at Claude, as if to 
say: ‘We've got you where we 
want you now.” The workers 
crowded past him and stood ten 
deep at the rail, reaching for 
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the preacher's hand and call- 
ing out: 

“Hi, preacher! Good work! 
Keep it up!” 

Claude strolled inside the 
rail, shaking their hands and 
joking with them. Finally the 
judge banged his gavel and 
shouted humorously: 

“Reverend Doctor Mister Wil- 
liams! Will you set down? 
These people been mighty 
good so fur and I don’t want 
you stirring them up!” 

The court would not allow 
any relevant evidence at all to 
be presented. It might as well 
be gotten over with quickly 
without bringing others into it. 

No defense witnesses were 
called. The jury found him 
guilty of barratry in less than 
ten minutes. He was sentenced 
to ninety days and a $100 fine. 

Claude appealed the case 
and went back to jail with the 
sheriff. There was nothing to 
do but wait for his bond to be 
raised and accepted. 

He had kept up his spirit in 
court, but the jail was begin- 
ning to get on his nerves. The 
dirt and the stink of excrement 
and the talk of some of his cell- 
mates, degraded by brutish so- 
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cial forces, nauseated him. The 
thought of his children, who 
might be without food and cer- 
tainly were in danger, would 
not leave him. 

During the night a mad boy 
in the next cell began to do 
some extraordinary imitations 
of birds and animals. The pris- 
oners yelled at him to stop, but 
he persisted, and finally Claude 
heard the jailers go in and beat 
him. The mad boy was silent 
after that, but it was impossible 
to sleep. The boy’s cries rang 
in his ears. 

As he had left the courthouse 
he had been able to sense the 
tension in the crowd; he had 
read the vigilantes’ faces and 
heard them muttering threats, 
and he knew they were liable 
to come any time. They might 
be afraid to lynch him because 
of the influential friends they 
knew he had outside the State, 
and because he was a minister. 
But if the mob frenzy were great 
enough, such considerations 
would not stop them. His life 
hung perhaps in a scales and 
it was just a question whether 
hysteria or caution tipped the 
balance. 

Another dawn, and Claude 
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was still unlynched. He began 
to think this danger was pass- 
ing and maybe soon he might 
be able to have some sleep. 
When he had been there two 
weeks and the authorities were 
still making difficulties about 
bail, Claude decided to try and 
call the local ministers’ hand. 
He was a minister officially in 
good standing, shut up in a cell 
on a technicality of the law; a 
mere $1,200 bond stood in the 
way of his liberation; yet not 
one preacher of Christ in Fort 
Smith had so much as come to 
the jail. Rabbi Teitelbaum had 
come, he had heard, to ask 
whether bail had been ar- 
ranged, According to Joyce, 
only one influential man in the 
Rabbi's congregation had been 
able to save him from violence 
which the citizens wanted to 
visit upon him for this action. 
Teitelbaum, the Jew, was risk- 
ing much to act like a Christian. 
Claude asked his lawyers to 
call the ministers to the jail to 
see him. None came save Hef- 
ner, who as Moderator of the 
Presbytery could not refuse the 
plain request. He was embar- 
rassed at the meeting. He had 
never been inside a jail before 
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and knew nothing of what went 
on. Claude asked him whether 
he could not help in the bond- 
ing matter without involving 
himself. 

“IT don't know,” Hefner said. 
“There are so many angles to 
it. [cannot sympathise with agi- 
tators. I don’t see what they 
hope to accomplish, striking 
against the Government when 
they are on charity. It isn’t a 
minister's place to lead strikes 
and stir up hatred. He must be 
a friend to all.” 

“But we were in prayer when 
they arrested us. It was not we 
who stirred up trouble.” 

“Yes ... but it's my job to 
minister to all people. I can't 
take sides.” 

“But don’t you see that by 
your very silence you are tak- 
ing sides? Siding with wealth 
and property against the multi- 
tudes for whom the Nazarene 
stood?” 

Hefner went away. 

By the eighteenth day, with 
his friends outside still working 
feverishly to bail him out, the 
jail was getting Claude serious- 
ly down. The noises and smells 
were like knives cutting deep 
into his brain, and he could not 
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keep the cell walls from closing 
in on him to crush him: the sen- 
sation was so sharp that he al- 
most cried out. 

A drunk had been brought in 
that evening, and to add to the 
din he was yelling a mad song. 
The jailer went to a woman's 
cell, and everyone listened to 
the sound of the rubber hose on 
her body until her shrieks died 
away. 

It was the last night of 
Claude's post-graduate course 
in the pain of the despised and 
rejected. They took the woman 
out on a stretcher in the morn- 
ing, still unconscious. Soon af- 
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terwards Claude’s bail was 
paid and Joyce took him home. 
Legends about the red 
preacher spread fast. A Paris 
friend of Claude’s came into 
Fort Smith some days later. He 
went to see the judge who had 
finally allowed the bond, and 
asked where Claude was. 
"He's gone,” the judge said. 
"We think he ought to be in 
hell, but we can’t do a thing to 
him. He’s got friends all over 
the world. I've a stack of tele- 
grams that high on my desk 
from his friends all trying to 
meddle in Fort Smith affairs. 


Mutual Forgiveness of each Vice, 


Such are the Gates of Paradise. 


Against the Accuser's chief desire, 


Who walk’d among the Stones of Fire, 


Jehovah's Finger Wrote the Law: 


Then Wept! then rose in Zeal & Awe, 


And the Dead Corpse from Sinai’s heat 


Buried beneath his Mercy Seat. 
O Christians, Christians! tell me Why 
You rear it on your Altars high. 


WILLIAM BLAKE. 


i 


; 


FREEDOM MUST MARCH 


[1200 ministers have signed this letter. Unfortunately we 
were unable to get in touch with as many ministers as we de- 
sired. We hope many more that read it in this place will wish to 
sign it and will do so by sending us a postcard to that effect. 
—Tue Epiror.] 


To The President of the United States: 

Conscience and common sense dictate that we speak before 
this nation goes the way of Italy and Germany, Spain and France. 

The quarrel between Hitler and those who would profit by 
his victory may be postponed until his final goal of world con- 
quest is in sight. Our quarrel is not theirs. Our quarrel is with all 
who have parallel or kindred aims with Hitler. Our quarrel is 
with all who under whatever holy or unholy banner or on what- 
ever good or evil pretext would join even for one instant with 
Hitler in his attempt to unwrite the history of four centuries of 
human tolerance and freedom. 

The free world today stands facing a beast. We do not mean 
Hitler. We mean the demon of despair in all men everywhere 
who begin even in the slightest degree to lose their faith in 
democracy. We know that to lose faith in democracy is to lose 
faith in man himself and therefore in the God who made him. 

This despair expresses itself in World Fascism whose politi- 
cal and military front is the Axis combination against which our 
defenders have been the Spanish and Chinese people and are 
now the British people and their allies, the Russian people. 

You have undertaken to assist these defenders with material 
aid. We pledge you our moral support and our prayers that this 
aid be effective and lightning-swift. We join our petitions with 
those of the English Church and the Russian Orthodox Church for 
the people of Russia, the Red Army, and the Soviet leaders. 

The attack of World Fascism is not only from without but 
from within, these attacks being synchronized and controlled from 
one source. The interior threat is two-handed. One hand throttles 


ne 


76 THE PROTESTANT October-November 


our free institutions while the other flutters before our eyes the 
distraction of economic and racial terror: fear of Communism and 
fear of Jews. Destroy free schools, the Fascists say, because the 
schools are Communist, destroy free moving pictures because 
they are Jewish. The method is so simple, the lie is so big, the 
premise is so false, that innocent people are deceived, as Hitler 
and his teachers knew they would be deceived. 

And we have been at fault in not ceaselessly opposing the 
lie with the truth: that by the wildest exaggeration not more than 
one-tenth of one percent of our people are Communist, that not 
one member of any branch of our Government is Communist, 
that anti-Semitism is the most hideous of spiritual leprosies, the 
spore of which is spread by men who have abandoned their 
humanity, that through it the Jew becomes the scapegoat for 
apostate Christians’ beirayal of their own Christhood, and that 
at the same time it attacks in Judaism one of the very springs of 
that democracy which is their real enemy. The lie has been ad- 
vertised as no lie in history was ever advertised. The truth has 
been kept under wraps while we have been awaiting the pleasure 
of Fascism. 

The pleasure of Fascism must be no longer awaited. Freedom 
must attack. Freedom has stood in Madrid, in Chungking, in 
London, in Leningrad. Standing is not enough. 

Freedom must march, and immediately and energetically. 
For the sake of pity it must purge itself of pity. 

We know that this is your desire. We want you to know 
that we ask nothing but immediate action to the end that freedom 
may march on its enemy, and that it may march from Wash- 
ington. 

Therefore, at this moment when your representatives and the 
representatives of Great Britain have met with the heroic de- 
fenders of Russia and have worked out quick and effective means 
of coordination between the three countries to the end commonly 
desired, we simply want you to know that we shall not permit 
ourselves or our people to be confused by those opposing voices 
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| who, although speaking the language of democracy, speak the 
mind of its enemy. 
We believe with you that if Hitler can be stopped in Russia, 
a great victory will have been achieved for the western democ- 
racies, for the undaunted Chinese and for ourselves. 
Whatever sacrifices you may lay upon us we shall more 
than gladly accept. 


LONDON CALLING LENINGRAD! 


The British radio recently broadcast this message: 

“Today Leningrad broadcast a message of defiance. Above 
the din of the guns, above the scream of dive bombers, the voice 
of Leningrad echoed the old cry of Verdun: ‘They shall not pass.’ 

“London answers Leningrad’s call: London calling Lenin- 
grad: Leningrad, London has a message for you. 

“Soldiers, sailors, airmen, workers, citizens of Leningrad: 
The soldiers, sailors, airmen, workers, citizens of London, part 
of the British Empire, heard your mighty voice, heard your thun- 
derous challenge today. The voice from the Neva has echoed 
over the Thames. 

“Now, from the Thames, we answer you on the Neva. 

“Lion-hearted Leningrad, city of the revolution, London is 
with you. Every shot you fire is echoed by London. 

“A year ago London bled under the toe of the Fascist hordes. 
A year ago London cried, ‘They shall not pass, they shall not 
win.’ They did not pass, they did not win. 

“London salutes the heroism of Leningrad. Britain’s air heroes 
fly with your air heroes. Last night many tons of British bombs 
rained on Berlin. Britain smites the enemies of freedom, the en- 
emies of Russia. 

“Take heart, Leningrad. The bombs dropped on you are re- 
turned in the capital city of the enemy. London salutes Lenin- 
grad. London echoes the cry of Leningrad: ‘They shall not pass.’ 

“Victory is yours. Long live Leningrad.” 


WHENCE AMERICAN INDIVIDUALISM? 
By CONRAD HENRY MOEHLMAN | 


Early Protestantism made the 
state self-sufficient and divine, 
destroyed the universal and in- 
ternational church and asserted 
the divine right of kings. 

Luther discriminated between 
the jurisdiction of the temporal 
and spiritual powers. A govern- 
ment which sought to interfere 
with the spiritual rights of the 
invisible church would be pre- 
sumptuous. But the visible 
church included the state which 
was to aid the church, its head 
in such instances becoming a 
provisional bishop. 

By the settlement of 1555, 
territorialism was recognized 
and the religion of the prince 
determined that of the subject. 

Under Calvinism the militant, 
confessional church governed 
itself. God alone was Lord of 
the conscience but he had or- 
dained civil magistrates who 
may wage war upon “just and 
necessary occasion.’ While the 
civil magistrate may not take 
over religious functions, he 
must preserve the unity and 
peace of the church and. purity 
of doctrine and may call sy- 


nods and control their findings. 
Religious liberty does not ex- 
cuse from observance of the 
law, and the pope has no juris- 
diction over the king.. 

Before the end of the sixteenth 
century the state ceased to be 
divine — the massacre on Saint 
Bartholomew's night and the 
persecutions under Philip II, 
Mary, and Elizabeth contribut- 
ing to this reversal. 

In the course of the seven- 
teenth century there came into 
favor again in Catholic circles 
the theory that there are two 
perfect societies, the church and 
the state. The pope according 
to this theory has no direct au- 
thority whatever in secular af- 
fairs, may not depose mon- 
archs, make or abrogate laws 
but when the salvation of souls 
is at stake must speak. 

The English Act of Tolera- 
tion, 1689, granted religious tol- 
eration to all except Catholics, 
atheists, and Unitarians. The 
Leviathan of Hobbes made sov- 
ereignty unlimited and irrespon- 
sible, resistance to existing gov- 
ernment, always wrong, and 


religious coercion, just. Those 
urging the adoption of the com- 
pact theory of government con- 
tended that in the state of nature, 
all persons are free and equal, 
the state being a voluntary as- 
sociation of individuals on the 
basis of a social contract. Every 
individual has certain inalien- 
able rights and the people are 
sovereign. Decisions are by ma- 
jority vote, and laws are bind- 
ing upon all. The church is free 
in spirituals. 

John Milton turns Romans 13 
to the advantage of the demo- 
cratic interpretation but still re- 
gards this classical passage as 
authoritative: 

There is not power but of God, as 
much as to say, God put it in a man’s 
heart to find out that way at first for 
common peace and preservation, ap- 
proving the exercise thereof . . . For 
if it needs be a sin in them to depose, 
it may as likely be a sin to have elect- 
ed. And contrary, if the people’s act in 
election be pleaded by a king, as the 
act of God and the most just title to 
enthrone him, why may not the peo- 
ple’s act of rejection be as well pleaded 
by the people as the act of God and 
the most just reason to depose him. 

John Locke rejects the view 
that God has revealed all truth 
once for all in holy writ, in na- 
ture or in man; he insists that 
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“all the ideas we can have 
come from experience” but 
concludes that man is ‘part and 
parcel of the world in which he’ 
lives, intimately and irrevoc- 
ably allied to that universal 
order which is at once the work 
and will of God”. Government 
exists for man not man for gov- 
ernment. It should have only 
“the authority which reason- 
able men living together in a 
community . . . might be dis- 
posed to submit to willingly”. 
Why? ‘Reason is the only sure 
guide which God has given to 


mu 


men. 
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THE CHALLENGE OF MALVERN 


By ANGUS CAMERON 


“For over 150 years you have 


neglected your duty . . . because of sheer funk.” 


HE task of the church is not 

to justify the war, but if pos- 
sible to make it a vehicle of 
good; to arouse the people to a 
sense of their shortcomings—to 
what they have contributed to 
bringing on the struggle; to 
make life meaningful despite 
the tragedy; to rear out of the 
ruin and the wreck, a splendid 
vision for mankind; to make the 
sacrifice and the suffering 
worthwhile. 

So, instead of asking God to 
give us victory—asking him to 
be on our side—let us ask our- 
selves if we are on God's side 
—will our victory be His victory 
also? 

Meeting from January 7 to 
10, 1941 at Malvern College, 
England, representatives of the 
Church of England discussed 
the outlines of a regenerated 
society, and the values it should 
implement. The program they 
sponsored was revolutionary, 
particularly when we consider 
the usually conservative Estab- 


lished Church. It called for the 
unification of Europe into a co- 
operative commonwealth after 
the war; communal ownership 
of the means of production; it 
laid emphasis on the rights of 
labor; it called for more reli- 
gion and less liturgy in the 
church. “Worship must be di- 
rected and conducted so that 
its relevance to life and to 
men’s actual needs is evident.” 

On the negative side, the 
conference condemned the prof- 
it motive, and the church’s own 
financial dependence on an- 
cient levies and privileges. The 
sponsors of this program are 
not generally known as radi- 
cals,_the Archbishop of York, 
23 of the church's 98 bishops, 
including London and Durham, 
14 deans, and some 200 other 
churchmen. 

They remembered that, in the 
past, the Christian church has 
been great when it took the 
lead in movements, not only 
religious, but also social and 


A sermon delivered at the Church of the Messiah, Montreal, Canada 
by Rev. Angus Cameron. 
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economic. They were deter- 
mined that the church should 
offer leadership in the present 
_ world crisis, and made it clear 
that this leadership must come 
from the liberal wing. They 
drew up a program, not only 
for the reformation of society, 
but for the reformation of the 
church itself. This program, 
presented to the Conference by 
the Archbishop of York, was 
adopted without a dissenting 
vote. Said the Archbishop ad- 
dressing the Conference: 

The war is not to be regarded as an 
isolated evil detached from the general 
condition of western civilization . . . It 
is one symptom of wide-spread disease 
and maladjustment . . . (We need) a 


new order of society—a new integration 
of religion, morals, politics and econom- 


ics... “It is the business of Lambeth to - 


remind Westminster of its responsibility 
to God.” 


The Malvern Conference was 
also addressed by several lay 
leaders—all of whom dealt se- 
verely with the church. Said 
Sir Richard Acland to the 
clerics: 


For over 150 years you have neglect- 
ed,your duty ... because of sheer funk 
. . . The whole structure of society... 
is, from the Christian point of view, 
rotten and must permanently frustrate 
your efforts to create for the individual 
the possibility of a Christian life... 


fe 
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This has given Hitler the opportunity 
for saying: "To hell with the whole 
Order.’ He said this, and from despair- 
ing humanity he wrung forth a tremen- 
dous and dynamic response . . . In 
order to save humanity from the horror 
of Nazism, we must find a way of liv- 
ing, superior, not merely to Nazism, but 
to that which we ourselves knew be- 


fore . . . We are unprepared for this 


... You must be prepared to offend peo- 
ple who are determined to preserve the 
existing order. I beg of you now to 
proclaim the new society openly ...So 
only will you save yourselves and us.” 
I have quoted at this length, 
both from the clergy and the 
laity, to indicate how deeply 
the church feels its present re- 
sponsibility, and how much the 
layman expects from the church 
in this difficult period through 
which Britain is now passing. 
It is this awareness on the part 
of embattled Britain, of the 
need for great changes in her 
own social structure that to me 
is a hopeful portent of what is 
coming. If the future is faced 
in this chastened mood, we 
may hope for a real victory, 
not a victory of armed might 
alone, but a glorious victory 
for the spirit of man—a victory 
that will usher in a new age. 
What the Anglican Church is 
doing in England, the church 
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in the new world must also do. 
For we are not at all free of 
the virus that has eaten into 
western civilization. It may be 
that the suffering of the war 
has brought Britain to this 
point of view. It may be that 
we have not suffered enough. 
Certainly, the church will fail 
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in its great mission if it con: 
tents itself with uttering patriot- 
ic catchwords. No victory for 
man will be gained in this way. 
The church must take up the 
cross and do battle for human- 
ity using the weapons of jus- 
tice and love—now, as in her 
greatest days. 


We are moving towards the padded end of the madhouse. 
Hitler screaming into the microphone -while his drilled black- 
guards wait to applaud is merely the most obvious example. He 
seems to have been specially created to be an obvious example, 
a bad tendency enlarged to the monstrous. Nazism itself is a 
similar warning exaggeration, like a cautionary picture in a 
child’s reading book. But to imagine that the whole evil thing 
begins and ends there is the height of folly. It is all round us, 
sneering and snarling and plotting. Wherever the idea of the 
people has been rejected for this other idea of the masses, where 
the link with real persons has been broken and there is only a 
Stony stare at the featureless and nameless hordes, the evil lives, 
and knowledge and love begin to fade. 


J. B. Prrestty. 
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INDIVISIBLE 
By WENDELL WILLKIE 


[Perhaps, after this war is over and the threat of world-slavery 
has been put by for a time, we may be sending forth from Amer- 
ica missionaries of the American Faith. These words by Mr. Will- 
kie are eloquent of that faith and rise above partisanship to the 
common religion of the people of this continent. Let those who 
think to twist the American conscience to serve an opposite creed 
study well the meaning of these words.—THE Epiror.] 


Let us never be too old— 

or too lax—or too cynical— 

or too complacent 

to teach the words, 

the precious statements of our American faith 
just as they were taught to us, 

and to our parents 

and grandparents. 


Put life and reverent devotion 
into the old ceremonies 

that some of us 

have come to take for granted 
and some of us 

have not observed at all. 


Gather your families together 

on Independence Day 

or Lincoln’s Birthday 

and read to your children the sacred words 
of the Declaration of Independence 

or the Gettysburg Address. 
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These are the living creeds 

of our American faith. 

Teach them that way now, 

teach them 

with all the love for freedom and human dignity 
that is in your hearts. 


eS 


Consecrate yourselves 

to the salvation of the nation 

through service. 

Fill every American home 

and every American schoolroom 

with the living spirit of American democracy— 

with belief in our selves, 

with belief in one another, 

with belief in our country - 
and in its future. 


Say with your children— | 
and think—and mean— . 
and live every word of this American faith: 


I pledge allegiance to my flag 

and to the republic for which it stands, 
one nation 

indivisible, 

with liberty and justice 

for all. 


PROGRESSIVE JESUITRY 


By GAETANO SALVEMINI 


F by “democrat” one means 
a person who accepts the 

philosophy of democracy as de- 
veloped during these last two 
centuries in contrast with the 
philosophy of the Catholic 
Church as officially expounded 
in papal encyclical letters, there 
is no doubt that a Catholic can- 
not be a democrat. Democratic 
doctrine and the doctrine which 
underlies the Syllabus cannot 
be reconciled. 

But if by “democrat” one 
means a person who accepts 
democratic institutions as a bet- 
ter environment than lay totali- 
tarian institutions for spreading 
the influence of the Catholic 
Church and philosophy and 
thus paving the way to a Catho- 
lic totalitarianism which super- 
sedes both democracy and lay 
totalitarianism, there are, no 
doubt, many Catholics of this 
type in countries endowed with 
democratic institutions. They 
should, however, be called not 
democratic Catholics, but Jesuit- 
minded Catholics. 


There are also Catholics who 
endeavor to do good works and 
sincerely take part in political 
activities under democratic in- 
stitutions with the purpose of 
helping their neighbor to im- 
prove life. They never dispute 
the official dogmas of the 
Church and therefore they do 
not accept the philosophy of 
democracy since such _phil- 
osophy clashes with Catholic 
philosophy, but they do not 
care much about dogmas, phi- 
losophy and theology. The 
moral teaching of Jesus Christ 
is the heart of their heart. They 
are Gospel-minded and not 
Jesuitminded Catholics. They 
should not be termed democrat- 
Catholics, since they do not ac- 
cept the philosophy of democ- 
racy. They should be termed 
progressive Catholics, since one 
may wish and hope for social 
improvement whatever is his 
philosophy. 

No doubt the Gospel-minded 
Progressive Catholics are nu- 
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merous among the laity in so 
far as they are sincere in their 
Christian faith and try to carry 
out its teaching. The almost una- 
nimity of the Catholic upper 
clergy and most of the lower 
clergy are, however, either Jes- 
uitminded or frankly reac- 
tionary. And since none among 
the Gospel-minded progressive 
Catholics is prepared to chal- 
lenge the Church authorities, 
they are unable to form any 
sizable political movement. 

This conclusion we cannot es- 
cape even if we read the ar- 
ticle contributed by a Gospel- 
minded Progressive Catholic to 
the Spring, 1941 issue of the 
Protestant Digest, purporting to 
show that “Catholics can be 
progressive.” 

Of course they can. But do 
they form a sizable and effi- 
cient political movement? This 
is the point. 

The Progressive Catholic 
starts with the statement that 
it is impossible to estimate the 
extent to which Catholics are 
opposed to the “intransigently 
reactionary stand taken in many 
political matters by certain 
dominant sections of the hier- 
archy of their Church.” But he 
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maintains that the opposition to 
the reactionary policies of those 
“dominant sections” is far more 
wide-spread than many realize. 
As a Catholic who has long — 
been interested in progressive 
political action, he has had 
many opportunities to observe 
signs of this opposition. 

It seems to me that he should 
have frankly stated that those 
“certain dominant sections of 
the hierarchy” are the Pope, the 
whole of the Vatican, the huge 
majority of the high clergy and 
most of the lower clergy. Any- 
how, let us survey the signs 
which the Progressive Catholic 
describes. 

1) “Approximately 58% of the 
Catholics in America favored 
the Loyalist side during the 
Spanish Civil War.””—When and 
where did those 58% give any 
signs of life? Either they did 
not exist or they were afraid 
of challenging their ecclesiastic 
shepherds, that is to say they 
acted (or rather they did not 
act) as if they did not exist at 
all. To be sure some Catholics 
did not approve of the attitude 
of the Pope, the Vatican, and 
the whole of the higher clergy 


a iat 


1941 


and the lower clergy, and they 
were bold enough to come 
openly to the fore. But were 
they more than 1% of the 
whole? 

2) “The attack made on the 
New Deal by a number of 
clerics proved futile.” — This is 
true. But the Vatican and the 
higher clergy never raised any 
religious issue in connection 
with the New Deal. Left to them- 
selves, the Catholics acted ac- 
cording to their personal trends. 
Their behavior in the New Deal 
dispute is irrelevant to the mat- 
ter under discussion. It would 
have been relevant if the 
Church authorities had damned 
the New Deal, and a sizable 
section of the Catholics had 
openly disagreed with them. 

3) “There has been a Commit- 
tee of Catholics which has chal- 
lenged Coughlinism.” — This is 
true. But how many were they? 
Was there ever among the 
Catholics any protest against 
the Bishops of Detroit, Brooklyn 
and other dioceses who uphold 
Coughlinism? 

4) After other methods failed 
either to prevent the sale of 
Social Justice, the Coughlinite 
paper, at the Church doors, or 
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to discourage the applauding 
of Father Coughlin from the pul- 
pit, Catholics refused to contrib- 
ute to the support of parishes 
where Coughlinism was en- 
couraged. ‘More than one pas- 
tor found in an envelope dis- 
tributed to hold a special con- 
tribution, a note telling him that 
a parishioner felt compelled to 
refuse to support a parish where- 
in teaching contrary to the doc- 
trines of Christ and the dicta of 
the Papacy were being promul- 
gated.” — We confess that we 
would like to know whether 
Coughlinism has ever been con- 
demned by the Papacy. Any- 
how, how many parish priests 
all over the United States got 
that kind of envelope? “The ex- 
tent to which this method was 
used can hardly be estimated.” 
Yet this is the issue. One or two 
cases would not annul the fact 
that parish priests are as a 
whole fostering Coughlinism. 
And what may be the strength 
of an opposition which has to 
hide itself under an anonymous 
envelope? 

5) ‘Vendors of Social Justice 
were denounced as they ped- 
dled their wares outside of 
the churches.”—Were they de- 
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nounced by the parish priests 
under whose control the 
churches were? Never. The 
Progressive Catholic devotes a 
great deal of his article to de- 
scribing how one good Catholic, 
who had come to this country 
from Ireland, “excoriated the 
vendor, the magazine and the 
priest who edited the magazine” 
and the public did not support 
the vendor and the vendor dis- 
appeared, and whenever that 
generous Irishman appeared at 
another church to hear Mass, 
the sale of Social Justice ceased 
abruptly.—God bless that good 
Irishman who came to America 
to disturb Father Coughlin. But 
how many people have fol- 
lowed his example? The Pro- 
gressive Catholic gives us his 
word that “there can be no 
doubt but other equally effec- 
tive protests were made in 
much the same fashion.” His 
statement would have carried 
greater conviction if he had 
given us some other records be- 
sides that of the good Irishman. 

6) In a dispute between the 
leaders of a union and some 
insurgents, the leaders tried to 
enlist against the insurgents an 
influential worker by telling 
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him that a neighborhood priest 
was of the opinion that a num- 
ber of the insurgents were red; 
but the worker did not allow 
himself to be moved by such an 
argument, and thus was “de- 
Stroyed the basis for clerical 
intervention in union affairs,” 
One Catholic teacher was de- 
nounced by name from the pul- — 
pit of a Brooklyn Church for 
recommending to a high school 
student reading matter which 
the priest did not approve of 
and reading which had been 
approved by the Board of Edu- 
cation. This was for him an 
evidence that “our public school 
system is an iniquitous sink 
of radicalism.” Several other 
Catholic school teachers de- 
manded an apology for the in- 
jured teacher. No apology came 
but the attacks were not re- 
newed. Thus it was shown that 
“even a priest can be forced 
to cease irresponsible attacks.” 
—We would only infer from 
these two facts that from time 
to time some priest finds some- 
body who shuts his mouth. But 
how many are they? And how 
many dare to come into the 
open? This is always the is- 
sue, 
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The Progressive Catholic 
does not enumerate other facts 
to substantiate his thesis. We 
hope that he will not consider 
us impolite if we tell him frank- 
ly that his facts did not con- 
vince us at all. He himself while 
stating that “opposition does 
exist within the Catholic com- 
munity and it does make itself 
felt,” is forced to admit that 
“with the exception of a single 
magazine, Commonweal . 
all other publications are con- 
‘trolled with varying degrees of 
strictness by the clergy;” “Cath- 
olic clergymen have ever been 
reluctant to commit criticism of 
their colleagues to the perma- 
nence of printer’s ink;” “organi- 
zations through which opposi- 
tion might make itself heard 
exist in theory but they rarely 
exist in practice;" “many Cath- 
olics (58%?) were moved to 
support the Loyalists during 
the Spanish Civil War and to 
condemn the Dolfuss regime in 
Austria at the time of the 
slaughter of the Vienna work- 
ers;” but “the net result of the 
opposition in both instances 
was practically nil.””—Then what 
is an opposition which does not 
have means of expression, does 
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not dare to speak and does not 
achieve anything? 

“Catholics are extremely un- 
willing to create anything like 
a scandal within the Church.” 
—Here we put our finger on one 
crucial spot. Reactionary and 
arrogant bishops and priests do 
not shrink from uttering their 
opinions without caring about 
scandals, whereas Gospel- 
minded Progressive Catholics 
do not wish scandals and leave 
a free hand to the others. 

The Progressive Catholic ad- 
mits that many Catholics were 
moved to disagree with the of- 
ficial hierarchy during the 
Spanish Civil War and con- 
demned the slaughter of the 
Vienna workers “largely as a 
result of non-Catholic ap- 
praisals of these events.’ Here 
again we put the finger on an- 
other crucial spot. Since the 
Progressive Catholics do not 
dare to create scandals, the re- 
actionary Catholic hierarchy 
would always have their way 
if scandals were not created by 
non-Catholics. Progressive Cath- 
olics have a chance of doing 
some effective work only when 
the reactionary Catholic _hier- 
archy is battered by dangerous 
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democratic storms led by non- 
Catholics. Only then the hier- 
archy leaves a free hand to the 
Progressive Catholics so that 
they might come to the fore to 
save what can be saved from 
the impending disaster. As soon 
as the democratic storm sub- 
sides, the reactionary _hier- 
archy again takes control of the 
machine and the Progressive 
Catholics are doomed and van- 
ish since they do not wish to 
“create scandals.” 

These facts should be kept in 
mind by those non-Catholic 
good men who can not set up 
a Committee without searching 
with a lantern for at least one 
Progressive Catholic who be- 
stows upon the Committee the 
honor of joining it. When they 
have reached this ambitious 
goal, they obtain also a curi- 
ous result: the Committee can 
no longer take any initiative 
which might displease the Cath- 
olic hierarchy since this would 
be a scandal into which no 
Progressive Catholic can have 
any share. Thus the Catholic 
hierarchy becomes a taboo for 
any progressive organization of 
which one Progressive Catholic 
becomes a partner. 
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We feel a deep respect for 
that Gospel-minded Progressive 
small minority of Catholics who 
fight a forlorn battle within the 
Catholic community in the hope 
of bringing about a change of 
heart among their clerical lead- 
ers. As long as they work 
among their own fellows they 
do a precious work even if it 
is not successful. But drawn by 
their enthusiastic ‘will to be- 
lieve,” they take their desires 
as realities, they fancy that they 
are the “Church of tomorrow,” 
and they tell us that we must 
not disturb the Vatican and the 
clergy in their activities, since 
this would scandalize the be- 
lievers and by so criticizing the 
“Church of today” we would 
hinder the rise of the “Church 
of tomorrow.” In their souls 
there is no intention to de- 
ceive. But the fact is that they 
are a powerless minority looked 
down upon by the established 
authorities in the Catholic 
Church, and that if we listened 
to them, they would act, with 
the greatest sincerity in the 
world, as Fifth columnists of 
the reactionary or Jesuit-mind- 
ed hierarchy in the midst of 
non-Catholic Progressives. 


LUTHER'S BETRAYAL 


OF PROTESTANTISM 


By PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


ONSCIENCE plays a much 
greater part in life than 
most people suspect or admit. 
Their skepticism, however, is 
justified in so far as it directs 
itself against the morality which 
decides the “thou shalt’ and 
the “thou shalt not” according 
to commandments and _ inter- 
dictions care- 
fully indexed 
Cada par a= 
graphed. This 
morality so re- 
stricts the activ- 
ity of con- 
science to the 
sphere of ideas 
learned by rote 
that it is quite incapable of con- 
fronting the reality. Moreover, 
we know by experience that, 
however carefully it has been 
constructed, this morality be- 
comes useless under the stress 
of a strongly felt animal instinct 
or a powerful economic interest. 
We now know too well that 
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If the Protestant bourgeoisie 
had entertained any misgiv- 
ings on the subject of grant- 
ing the people too much en- 


might have followed the ex- 
ample of the old Church and 
kept them in ignorance. 


the root of all our acts goes 
back to our instincts to have 
much confidence in a moral 
tribunal completely separated 
from the world of intuition. And 
the same experimental sciences, 
as Henri de Man has pointed 
out, which have laid bare the 
dependence of our entire spirit- 
ual life and the 
process of con- 
science on the 


instinct, have 
also made it 

and rights, it known that 
man’s most 
powerful force 
is his moral in- 
stinct. 


The argument of the Marxists 
that everything in life is deter- 
mined by economic considera- 
tions and interests is therefore 4 
but partially true. No one will 
deny that economic interests 
play a part, and even an im- 
portant part, in the determina- 
tion of man’s actions, but they 
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play by no means an exclusive 
or dominant role. It is the force 
of conscience, rooted in that 
subconscious Christian soul of 
man of which the Church Fath- 
ers spoke, to which must be 
attributed most of the great re- 
forms of history and most of the 
revolts against the existing 
order. 

It was the bad conscience of 
the Christianized and human- 
ized bourgeoisie that led it to 
make more and more conces- 
sions to the proletariat. Will 
anyone seriously defend the 
notion that the threatening re- 
volt of the American working 
class was responsible for the 
social legislation of the New 
Deal? The working class had 
no power, it was a weak and 
unorganized minority in 1932, 
It is the social consciousness of 
Franklin D. Roosevelt and the 
other men who share love of 
humanity, philanthropists, if 
you will, that is responsible for 
the immense forward movement 
of the socially underprivileged. 

It was the Christian con- 
science working as a leaven in 
contemporary society, the sense 
of responsibility toward God 
translating itself into a respon- 
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sibility toward the brother in 
distress. 

The notion that there has al- 
ways been a bitter struggle be- 
tween the bourgeoisie and the 
upcoming working class is not 
borne out by the facts of his- 
tory. Jaurés himself admitted 
that the bourgeoisie desired to 
be just to the working classes 
when it gave them the school 
and intellectual recreation. If 
the Protestant bourgeoisie had 
entertained any misgivings on 
the subject of granting the peo- 
ple too much enlightenment and 
rights, it might have followed 
the example of the old Church 
and kept them in ignorance. 

“The essential contribution of 
the Protestant Reformation is 
that it desired every man to 
read,” Henri de Man once said. 
But read what? The Bible! The 
Book in which the prophets cry 
out passionately for a future 
wherein no man shall build 
and another inhabit, no man 
sow and another reap, no man 
seek to gain great advantages 
at the expense of another man; 
the Book that launched anathe- 
mas against the rich and the 
usurpers and that called for the 
fulfillment of the messianic 
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dream of a universal brother- 
hood! 

That Book with its uncompro- 
mising demand for justice, for 
social justice and peace, the 
bourgeois Reformation placed 
in men’s hands, and _ said: 
“Here, take and read for your- 
selves! Do not take anyone’s 
word for it. Here are set forth 
your rights. This is the charter 
of your freedom. Do not trust 
intermediaries. See with your 
own eyes, see the light that is 
yours.” 

If the bourgeoisie had trem- 
bled for the future, said Jaureés, 
they would have acted like a 
thief in the night and hidden 
the Book, as Rome had hidden 
it. 

It is true that since the Re- 
formation there has come into 
Protestantism an immense lassi- 
tude, a flight from conse- 
quences, a deterioration of ide- 
ology, a time of dissimulation 
and softening. Luther was the 
first bourgeois to desert the 
banner of a militant, on-justice- 
bent Christianity. He had given 
the Bible to the people, had 
himself translated it into their 
idiom. He had told the people 
that they were the free children 
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of God, that they were brothers. 
The people understood that their 
new-found spiritual freedom al- 
so applied to their economic 
condition and they formed great 
leagues. The peasants of Ger- 
many marched in great proces- 
sions under banners on which 
they had inscribed a loaf of 
bread as the symbol of their 
right to live, and a cross as a 
symbol of the religious motivat- 
ing force of their revolt. 

Oliver Cromwell said once: 
“When the cause of Christ and 
the cause of the people coin- 
cide, then only will both pros- 
per.’’ Leonhard Ragaz has 
called the breach between these 
two the tragedy of Western 
civilization. That breach oc- 
curred in the year 1525. 


With his Bible translation and 
his ninety-six theses nailed to 
the wall of Wittenberg’s church, 
Luther had thrown wide open 
the doors of the new freedom. 
But when the peasants came to 
him, whom they regarded as 
their father in God, and asked 
him to demand with and for 
them some of the most elemen- 
tary human rights, the simplest, 
most self-evident social privi- 
leges, in the name of the new 
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freedom he had himself pro- 
claimed, in that moment Luther, 
from whose merits I will not de- 
tract, first hesitated and then 
refused. 

He, the renovator of Chris- 
tianity, had nothing but cold 
words. And when thereupon, 
also as a result of Luther's lack 
of sympathy for the people’s 
cause, it came to civil war, he, 
the representative of the Christ 
of whom it is written that “when 
He saw the multitudes He was 
moved with compassion on 
them because they fainted and 
were scattered abroad as sheep 
having no shepherd,” in that 
hour Luther flung forth his 
blood-soaked writings into the 
world, calling upon the princes 
to beat down the peasants as 
mad dogs. He declared that in- 
stead of using prayer as an in- 
strument men could now gain 
heaven by killing and incendi- 
arism. 

The princes heard these 
words, and the people heard 
these words; they flew at each 
other’s throats, and for half a 
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century central Europe was 
turned into a hell. Tens of thou- 
sands of villages were de- 
stroyed, hundreds of thousands 
of farmhouses went up in 
smoke and the German land 
was turned into a slaughter- 
house of its own children. From 
the burning dwellings of the 
peasantry a cry of despair went 
up and a river of blood issued. 

It is that river which sepa- 
rates the cause of Christ from 
the cause of the people to this 
very day. Rome has not crossed 
it but has only widened the 
breach by supporting and bless- 
ing all the people’s butchers, 
from Philip II and Charles IX 
to Dollfuss and Francisco Fran- 
co, but Protestantism has not 
crossed it either. And it is be- 
cause of “that red, red thing | 
over there,’’ that splash of 
blood, the dmai achicha, “the 
blood of Abel your brother”, 
that the world has been plunged 
into chaos and misery. 

Not until that breach is closed 
can peace return to this world! 


VITAL LITERATURE 


THAT Day Atone, by Pierre van Paassen. 548 pp. The Dial Press; 


N. Y. 1941. $3.75. 

IERRE VAN PAASSEN is by 

way of inventing a new lit- 
erary form. And yet like most 
new things it has an ancient 
analogue, the Bible, a bundle 
of books. That Day Alone is a 
bundle of parables and “really 
true” stories. forthtelling the 
spirit of the man of the West 
confronted by the doom of the 
West. 

For van Paassen is more than 
the modern man. Van Paassen 
is not the rootless positivist 
whom Peter Wust dissects so 
pitilessly and so justly. Van 
Paassen is the man of Europe, 
heir of its whole tradition. If 
he is not a positivist (tradition- 
less man) neither is he one of 
those whose tradition stopped 
when Plato died, nor one of 
those whose tradition stopped 
in 1540. 

- The American Catholic, nur- 
tured alongside Protestant free- 
dom will be at home in this 
book. The American Protestant, 
infected by the dry rot of posi- 
tivism, will be drawn back to 


his centrality. Many thousands 
who have been hungry for they 
knew not what will eat and 
drink of the spirit of this man. 

I dwell on the nature of this 
man because in this case verily 
the book is the man, his naked 
spirit, witness to the wounds 
and triumphs and betrayals of 
his age. 

His ‘Farewell to France,” the 
first book in this bundle, an im- 
pressionist masterpiece, is a 
farewell in two senses, a fare- 
well to the physical France, 
nostalgic, heart-wringing, and 
a farewell to the spirit of the 
French Revolution, betrayed, 
stabbed, and done to death by 
clerical-Fascism, the corpse de- 
livered to Hitler. This story, 
well-kept out of the world’s 
press by a constipated overfed 
and cheaply-bought liberalism 
is unveiled here, horror be- 
neath horror, treason beneath 
treason. Here is a new low in 
hypocrisy. What van Paassen 
describes here and in a later 
chapter “Politics and Souls,” 
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which is really a documentary 
footnote to this book, is literal- 
ly a repetition of what took 
place in Spain. The betrayal in 
both cases was not merely a be- 
trayal by the government but 
rather a betrayal by the army 
and by the church. Corruption 
in the French government took 
the place of innocent stupidity 
in the Spanish government. But 
the active traitors were the 
clerical military and the mili- 
tant clerics responding of 
course to the tropism of power- 
prestige and bowing to the 
golden calf of money, who in 
both cases used the Axis to 
crush their own people. The 
story of France in this book and 
the story of Spain in Days of 
Our Years clearly portray the 
fact that this war is not merely 
a war between nations but a 
war within nations, a planetary 
civil war. 

There is no other explanation for the 
debacle of France than the bourgeoisie’s 
fear of victory. All the tortuous expla- 
nations about inner division, laxity of 
discipline, sabotage of the defense pro- 
gram, and the radicalism of the masses 
are false pretenses to cover up the 
crime of the rulers, which placed its 
own class interests before the national 
cause. It is they who lacked patriotism, 
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not the people. It is they who used the 
state, and who employed the machinery 
of the state, to perpetuate their own 
dominant position in society. And it is 
to the knowledge that one class would 
do all it could to prevent the emergence 
of a genuine democracy that the peo- 
ple’s lassitude and lack of enthusiasm 
for the war when it did come must be 
attributed. Only if the war had been 
made a revolutionary war, only if the 
people had been allowed to follow their 
ideal, could victory over German Fas- 
cism have been assured. As it was, the 
war was lost before a single shot was 
fired. Nay, worse, the French people 
were sacrificed in a war that was in- 
tended —beforehand, intentionally and 
deliberately — to be lost. 

Van Paassen writes of poli- 
tics and makes it spiritual; he 
writes of the spirit and makes 
it material, or rather, to use the 
verb, he makes it matter. He 
allows many individuals to 
characterize the truth from vari- 
ous viewpoints, facets. Then, as 
if he realized that no number 
of facets can add up to the 
spherical continuity of the 
truth, he plunges his imagina- 
tion into the vortex of a histori- 
cal situation and in the reac- 
tion of a definite individual to 
that situation he seizes truth 
red-handed and alive. In the 
opinion of the reviewer this is 
the contribution of Pierre van 
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Paassen to the literature of our 
epoch. There can be no com- 
parison between his work and 
the work of those capable re- 
porters of present-day world- 
shaking events whose books 
pour from the press, entertain- 
ing, wise after the event, mov- 
ing easily upon history’s sur- 
face. Van Paassen adds to most 
of their work one dimension, 
depth, to much two dimensions, 
depth and the past. 

The inner stuff and seed of 
Fascism is not suggested in 
economic equations. Nor can it 
be seen in the face of Hitler. It 
can only be touched off in the 
mind thus: 

The school children were made to 
sing that they lived happily and freely 
on Holland's dear soil and that, broken 
free from slavery, they were now, 
through unity and courage, members of 
a great and free nation. Young as I 
was, the words used to stick in my 
throat when I looked around me and 
saw the boys and girls who were sing- 
ing that. Will I be believed when I say 
that I knew children who never saw a 
glass of milk; that at home we never 
ate butter, only margarine, in that land 
of'famous dairy farms; that meat was 
a luxury, reserved for Sundays in that 
country swarming with the choicest 
cattle in the universe; that we had one 
egg each year at Eastertime in that land 
where chickens are more plentiful than 
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anywhere else on earth; that we had 
but a few sacks of coal to last us 
through a sharp winter; that my mother 
went years without a new dress, and 
that in the house across the street four 
children perished of malnutrition, one 
after another? 


Holland's soil was dear to me. How 
could it have been otherwise? Twenty- 
eight generations of my ancestors lay 
buried in that ground. I was an integral 
part of it, and it was part of me. The 
rain and the wind and the storms that 
swept over it were the elementary gods 
that belonged there as much as I and 
as much as the polders and the dikes 
and the wet grass and the churches. 
Something of myself was deposited in 
that soggy land and in the gray stone 
of the buildings. I was that swallow 
chirping under the eaves of my father’s 
house. When the flowers on the mead- 
ow’'s borders swayed to and fro under 
the magic touch of the breeze, it was 
by a prearranged signal of greeting be- 
tween us. Dear was the land of Hol- 
land. But dearer yet the people. In 
order to love them and defend them, it 
was not necessary to await the arrival 
of a foreign enemy. They needed de- 
fense then, defense and air and light 
and food and clothing and music and 
art and culture! 


Did they not have these things? Have 
we not been told over and again that 
in Holland the people lived in affluence 
and well-being? Is there not a saying 
about being as rich as a Dutchman? Is 
that not a pretty good criterion by 
which to judge social conditions in 
Holland? 

What did it avail the people that 
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they had fought themselves free from 
Spain and from France as they were 
always made to sing and shout, when 
they were the slaves of the selfishness 
and the greed of a small coterie of 
bourgeois who owned all the wealth, 
who enjoyed all the art, all the privi- 
leges. The good life of Holland? Yes, 
for the crew that sat on top, that owned 
the shares in the East India Company, 
that sent donations of money and vege- 
table crops to Hitler and his party, that 
had the army at its beck and call and 
the church to feed the masses St. Paul's 
narcotic: ‘Be subject .to your masters 
with all fear.” 


Not long ago I was talking with my 
father about the citizens that dwelled 
on our street thirty-odd years ago, when 
we still lived in Gorcum, a short street, 
no longer than five city blocks. We 
counted nine suicides in two minutes. 
“And what ailed all those people who 
were sitting out in front of their houses 
in the sun in the summertime?” I asked. 
“Tuberculosis,” he said. “All tubercu- 
losis and malnutrition. Let's forget about 
it!" 

We may forget about it. But the dead 
do not forget. The dead do not so lightly 
resign themselves. They encircle you. 
They beleaguer you. There is a day 
when they come to ask for a reckoning. 
Do you think that was just a cosmic 
accident, that which occurred in the 
spring of 1940? 


A section of this book en- 
titled “In the Steps of the Sun” 
searches in various parts of the 
earth, in the lives of coolies and 
peasants and a citizen judge of 


the Union of Soviet Socialist | 
Republics and a German rabbi 
and a Spanish revolutionary 
and a British parson, for the hu- 
man significance of the present — 
cataclysm in terms of living 
parable. In this part he talks to | 
our own Leonhard Ragaz and > 
quotes from Ragaz a steadying © 
word much needed these days: 
“We have gone so far in our Protes- 
tant churches,” he told me once, “as to 
damn and discredit profane humani- 
tarianism, socialism, and education, for- 
getting that nothing else remained to 
the world-conquering divine thought, 
which came into the world with Jesus, 
but to take nonecclesiastical forms and 
to seek and manifest itself in other 
ways, since the church denied it the 
light of day. Modernism and enlight- 
enment and socialism had to do what 
the church neglected to do, for human- 
ity, for equality, for liberty .. ." 
Those who write reviews 
should beware. They tell as 
much about themselves as 
about the book they review. 
Many have missed the signifi- 
cance of this revelation of van 
Paassen's. For that is what this 
miscellany is: stark revelation 
of a seer and a poet who lets 
truth have its way with him. 
KENNETH LESLIE 


: 
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My Inpia, My America, by 
Krishnahal Shridharani, in- 
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troduction by Louis Brom- 
field. Duell, Sloan and 
Pearce, New York, 647 pp.; 
$3.75. 


This is as fine a book as 
Nehru’s Towards Freedom, 
only it is more useful in that it 
is a veritable storehouse of in- 
formation on India, its peoples, 
its politics, its religions, cus- 
toms and folklore and that con- 
tinent’s amazing complexity. 
The author, Dr. Shridharani, has 
had the American public in 
mind when he composed this 
huge volume, for he answers 
with frankness and sensitive 
understanding those questions 
which are and which would be 
asked by the average Ameri- 
can to whom India is a vast 
and puzzling quantity. There is 
no second-hand vicariousness 
about this book; Dr. Shridharani 
really takes his reader inside 
Asia, for his soul is one with 
India and in reading his book 
you feel the very heartbeat of 
a civilization strange to us, but 
brought nearer by the author's 
consummate literary skill and 


his great sincerity. My India, 


My America is a book that will 
be read again and again. 
It is also a disturbing book 
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for it does more than give a 
portrait of Indian life; it holds 
up a mirror to America and to 
Western civilization. Dr. Shrid- 
harani has that magic capacity 
for which Robert Burns prayed: 
the gift to make us see our- 
selves as others see us. Our 
missionary endeavor in India 
looks positively ineffectual and 
even contemptible in these 
places, but it is done with good 
grace and in a perfectly friend- 
ly spirit, although with poign- 
ant insistence. All those con- 
cerned with the progress of the 
Christian Gospel and the trans- 
formation of human society in 
the direction of the Kingdom of 
God had better read this book 
and ponder the author’s con- 
clusions. 


But not only those, every stu- 
dent of world affairs and every 
American disquieted by the 
trend of international events, 
must take cognizance of what 
is said here. Technical progress 
is shrinking the world to one 
single organism and we are 
coming nearer to India all the 
time. India is going to play an 
important role, perhaps a pre- 
ponderating role, in the tragic 
struggle now raging in the 
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world, In that struggle, which is 
not something unleashed by the 
will of this or that man, but by 
the evolution of modern tech- 
nique and which therefore 
brooks of no isolationism, India 
will be on our side with its 350 
million potential democrats 
only, it is clear, if Britain ends 
the scandal of Christendom: the 
imperialist exploitation of In- 
dia. I have grown convinced 
through reading Dr. Shridha- 
rani’s book that if America is 
to function as the arsenal of de- 
mocracy and if through our 
combined efforts the world of to- 
morrow is to be a better place, 
that is to say if freedom is to be 
our ideal and inspiration in this 
struggle, men of goodwill 
everywhere must insist with 
Britain that it shall be freedom 
for all—and for India in the first 
place. You cannot get men to 
fight for freedom in Poland and 
England and America and deny 
freedom to India. 

Dr. Shridharani, who is a 
young man, but who has the 
wisdom of the ages of his peo- 
ple, has rendered us a service 
with this brilliant and highly 
readable book. 

PIERRE VAN PAASSEN. 
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THe Last Best Hope or EARTH, 
a Philosophy of the War, by 
Harry Scherman, Random 
House, N. Y., 43 pp., $0.75. 


Harry Scherman, the dis- 
tinguished economist, has per- 
formed a real service in 
clarifying our thinking about 
the war and its fundamental is- 
sue with this concise and bril- 
liant statement of his philoso- 
phy. He has made it clear that 
the war now raging in the uni- 
verse is not a struggle to make 
the world safe for democracy, 
nor is it a contest between two 
rival imperialistic groups of 
Powers, but a struggle for a 
way of life that shall be adapt- 
ed to the new, emerging unified 
world economy. A new techni- 
cal life on earth is in prepara- 
tion and the fundamental ques- 
tion at issue is whether this new 
economic technique shall be 
imposed on the human race 
and shall be run for the exclu- 
sive benefit of a conquering 
overlord, the German Herren- 
volk, or whether it shall func- 
tion by the free moral consent 
of all the peoples of the earth. 
This is what the war is about. 
And in this light America’s duty 
is inescapable. 
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But Mr. Scherman errs and 
errs grievously when he holds 
that the Germans cannot win 
this war, and that “the organ- 
ized will of mankind will never 
allow them to achieve the con- 
trol they seek; much less to 
maintain it.” For the Germans 
are winning the war now. Col- 
laboration with the conqueror 
—not in our wishful thinking 
newspapers who mistake a 
brawl in a beerparlor in Rotter- 
dam or Prague for a sign of re- 
volt—is increasing rapidly. It is 
increasing among the very 
classes in the conquered coun- 
tries who helped Hitler to pow- 
er in the first place in the be- 
lief that he would rid them of 
the nightmare of democracy 
and Socialism. It is these forces 
with parallel or kindred aims 
with Adolf Hitler and his ex- 
tremely shrewd gang, who 
have broken down the organ- 
ized will of mankind in making 
the principle of collective secur- 
ity inoperative in Europe and 
Asia and who made the con- 
quered countries an easy prey 
to the Nazi Panzers and Luft- 
watfe. 

We have them in America. It 
is they who are paralyzing and 
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deadening our will to resist 
with their false slogans and 
demagogy about this being Eu- 
rope’s war and about its cruel- 
ty to mothers and wives. It is 
they who are injecting such 
false issues as Jewish war- 
mongering and the bogey of 
Communism into the debate 
and thereby seek to divert the 
attention of the American peo- 
ple from the only real issue at 
stake, the preservation of 
America’s freedom of action in 
the international field. But their 
object is as clear as that of 
General Weygand, the trusts 
and the hierarchy of France 
whose slogan was before the 
debacle ’’Plutét Hitler que 
Blum,” Rather Hitler than Blum, 
meaning rather a suppression 
of civil liberties and a destruc- 
tion of democratic institutions 
than a world of equal opportun- 
ity and rights for all. 

PSV 


DAKAR—OUvUTPOST OF Two 
HEMISPHERES. By Emil Leng- 
yel. Random House. $2.00. 


This book is timely. Its sig- 
nificance will grow as war 
events develop and Hitler's 
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blueprint for world conquest 
comes closer and closer to the 
stage of realism. 


Under Lengyel’s pen Dakar, 
which to the great majority of 
American readers means noth- 
ing more than a remote geo- 
graphic term, emerges asa 
seething, exotic city, part and 
parcel of the great African con- 
tinent which will have to play 
a vital role in the new world 
after the war. But Dakar is more 
than a merely descriptive book. 
It is an important document, 


sharply outlining the intimate: 


connection between Vichy and 
the strategic aspect of French 
Africa in this war. 
Perspicacious observer that 
he is, Lengyel very pointedly 
indicates the unfortunate blun- 
ders that characterized the 
British-Free French expedition 
to occupy Dakar in September, 
1940. Mr. Lengyel believes — 
and he unquestionably is right 
—that “when the Vichy men at 
Dakar were on the point of sur- 
render the British squadron 
sailed away.” In the light of 
Dakar’s strategic importance 
today as a jumping-off place in 
Hitler's designs on the Western 
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Hemisphere, the failure of the — 


British to take Dakar will per- 
haps loom as one of the major 
boners of the war, and Mr. 
Lengyel’s story of it cannot be 
read by too many people in 
this country. 

But Dakar is more than mere 
reportage on the importance of 
that port today. It is a well- 
documented book on the French 
efforts to build a colonial em- 
pire, and also contains the first 
comprehensive story of the 
building of the Trans-Saharan 
Railway. 

At a time when most com- 
mentators on the contemporary 
scene keep shuttling back and 
forth to England and never tire 
of eloquent phrases about Brit- 
ain’s heroism, Lengyel has 
made a very important contri- 
bution with this sober, conscien- 
tious and well-written book on 
Dakar, its hinterland and the 
danger it represents if it is al- 
lowed to remain under the 
Berlin-Vichy axis. 

Emil Lengyel has unquestion- 
ably rendered a much-needed 
service to Americans concerned 
about the defense of the West- 
ern Hemisphere. 

JosePH BRAININ. 
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1941°s Finest Christmas Gift! 


Why every Christian Home 
needs the guidance and help 
it so generously offers 


Bible lovers everywhere are calling this NEW TESTAMENT IN BASIC 
ENGLISH one of the greatest aids to understanding ever devised. How is this 
possible? Words change their meanings in the course of time. Our traditional 
King James Version was translated more than 300 years ago by men who 
spoke the English of that day. Consequently you find 
words in the Bible never used anywhere else, because 
they have been dropped from our modern speech. 


Some years ago a group of world famous scholars 
began translating the original Bible into clear, basic 
English, such as we all now use. THE NEW TESTA- 
MENT IN BASIC ENGLISH is the magnificent 
result of that careful work. Bible students have 
found it a perfect supplement to the King James 
Version we all love. They say it is like reading the 
Bible “in a clear, new light.’’ Children prefer it be- 

cause they can understand it. Missionaries using 

it in foreign lands say it is remarkable how it 

speeds up the native’s understanding of Chris- 

tianity. Get a copy today, and see for yourself 

how indispensable it will soon become to you. 

Here, indeed, is this Christmas’s finest gift! 
Special Gift Edition comes in rich, flexible 
black leather, with gold lettering and gold 
edges, boxed. Only $3.50. If not at your 
bookstore, order it direct from E. P. Dutton 
& Co., 300 Fourth Ave., N. Y. City. Reg- 
ular cloth edition, $2.00. 


THE NEW 
TESTAMENT 


in 


FREDERICK D. | 

KERSHNER, Dean, =} 
College of Religion, 
Butler University: 


“The most important 
translation of the New 
Testament since the King 
James Version of 1611... 
Singularly understandable 
and beautiful. We confi- 
dently prophesy that this 
text will take the place of 
all other versions for com- 
mon use in the course of 
the next century.” 


Basic English 


Basic English is a simplified form of English, rely- 
ing on a vocabulary of less than 1,000 words and a 
few simple rules with which the sense of anything 
can be expressed perfectly. 


LETTERS T@'THE-EpIEOr 


I was delighted to read in this morning’s paper of the state- _ 
ment that 1,000 Protestant clergymen have made about the 
U.S.S.R. 


I wonder whether you are aware of the extent to which the 
whole question of religious freedom is especially being used by 
the Vatican to force the country open to its missionaries . . . Ever 
since the tsar fell, and the Orthodox Church lost its strong politi- 
cal-religious head, the Vatican has hoped to annex the Orthodox 
Church. It has been training large numbers of priests especially 
for the purpose; some of them are already in the German-occu- 
pied areas. They have a centuries-old dream of uniting the two 
great ‘Catholic’ branches of the faith under Rome. 


What prevents them is the fact that Soviet law grants free- 
dom of “worship” to the individual but no freedom of “propa- 
ganda” to the hierarchy; it does not allow foreign missionaries 
to come in. Soviet citizens may worship as they like, and their 
right to so worship is implemented by granting them the free use 
of church buildings, etc., etc. However, the legal ownership of 
these buildings is vested in the municipality, and not in the hier- 
archy; citizens get them in pursuance of their “right to worship” 
as citizens, and not as a result of any particular brand of faith. 


Therefore the Soviet property law acts as a decentralizing in- 
fluence on the church, and prevents any hierarchy from using its 
control of property to enforce control of creed. This was from the © 
first the chief cause of the fight between Kremlin and Vatican 

. Today, the Vatican wants the right to send in missionaries, 
maintain parochial schools, etc. ...A very small use of funds 
and personnel would “revive” a lot of rather moribund old ~ 
churches, whose congregations find it hard to support their priests. — 
Their pressure, plus outside world pressure, might even be used € 


to revoke the property law and give the Vatican control of build- j 
ings. , 


(Continued on page "| 
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In a setting Of SCVenily «ae 


Here in Gramercy Park the serenity of living takes on a new note 
of importance. Each Autumn the familiar faces of our long-time 
guests and regular transients returning for another Winter sea- 
son or visit in Manhattan, are quiet testimony of how perfect 
living can really be at the Hotel Gramercy Park—an address of 
distinction in an atmosphere of quiet charm and culture. 


TARIFFS 


Single rooms from $3.00 daily Double rooms from $5.00 daily 
Suites from $7.00 daily 
More liberal arrangements may be made by the year, month or week. 


Two fine restaurants in addition to the facilities of the superb 


Skyline Roof. Meeting and conference rooms. Facilities for banquets 
and private parties. 


Write for pictorial booklet ‘P’ of Gramercy scenes. 


RAMERCY LARK 


52 GRAMERCY PARK N. 
on At East 21st Street, N. Y. 


Cartes W. SCHWEFEL, Managing Director WILLIAM D, MESENZEHL, Manager 
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You will note that the Archbishop of Canterbury is not push- 
ing the crusade for religious freedom. The Church of England has ~ 
good fraternal relations with the Orthodox Church and doesn't © 
want these complicated by a sudden influx of high-powered 
missionaries and funds from Rome. 

Anna Louise Strong 
New York, N. Y. 


[We are glad to have this word from Anna Louise Strong, but 
must correct its correction slightly. She says that “Soviet law 
grants freedom of ‘worship’ to the individual but not freedom of 
‘propaganda’ to the hierarchy”. Not only from the hierarchy does 
the Soviet law withhold freedom of propaganda but from anti- 
hierarchical (even anti-ecclesiastical) Baptists, most of whom are 
devoted supporters of the Soviet regime. There may be a reason 
for this, but of the fact there can be no doubt. 

I recently spoke to a large meeting of Armenians in New 
York. These Armenians were all small merchants and therefore 
not sympathetic to Communism. Yet there was unanimity among 
them in the conviction that the Armenian Church was flourishing 
in Soviet Armenia. This state of affairs was attributed by the — 
speakers (including an Archbishop) to the fact that their church 
is in no degree involved in political ambitions.—K.L.] 


* * * * * 


I have now read several issues of your magazine and I am 
impressed by it more than I can tell. You are doing excellent 
work in a field which needs cultivation. The tone of your maga- 
zine is courageous, its standard extremely high. I find each 
article worthy of careful reading. 

Dr. Emil Lengyel 
Adjunct Professor of History and Economics 
Polytechnic Institute of Brooklyn, N. Y. 
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To Understand 
and Teach— 


RELIGION 
FOR TODAY 


By A. J. William Myers. We 
need religion today. This famous 
religious educator says let’s make 
our religion adequate to the 
bloody, confused world and sat- 
isfying to us who must live in it. 
He shows us how to do it and 
how to teach vital religion. Here 
is a convincing case for religion 
for today, and a clean-cut agenda 
of principles and methods for 
those who teach religion. $2.00 
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These are the Faiths 
Men are Fighting For 


THE HANDBOOK 
OF POLITICAL 
ISMS 


By Louis Wasserman. “Concise 
information, well presented, for 
all laymen who want to be set 
straight on questions about which 
they cannot afford nowadays to 
be other than straight.”—Book- 
of-the-Month Club News. In 
clear-cut, simple definitions, the 
author provides an objective, 
non-partisan guide to the phi- 
losophies which are at grips in 
the world today. “An admirable 
piece of work,” comments Dr. 
Harry Overstreet. $1.25 
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Special Christmas Offer 


Lhe Magazine of the Future 


*FIVE ISSUES FOR 
ONE DOLLAR 


TOMORROW offers within 
pages a constructive program for 
building of a better future. 

Established writers as well as 
young leaders, who the Editors be- 
lieve are already in our midst, are 
given an opportunity to express them- 
selves truthfully and fearlessly in the 
fields of science, philosphy, religion, 
psychology, and the creative arts. 


Provocative and Timely Features 

For Early Publication 

AFTER FREUD — A New Psychology, 
by Gerald Heard 

DaNncE—The Will to Move, by Beth- 
ene Miller 

THE GREEKS, Gop BLEss THEM, by 
Ralph Kent 

SCIENCE AND INTUITION, by Arthur 
Farwell 

DESERTS ON THE RUN, by Kunigunde 
Duncan 

Mexico BUILDS FOR THE FUTURE, 
by Roy Temple House 

WOMEN: SERVANTS FOR CIVILIZA- 
TION, 6y Doctor William Moulton 
Marston 


Offer Expires January 15, 1942 
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I was gratified to read your statement in this morning's _ 
Herald Tribune, although I do not understand why it was rele- 
gated to the third page. 


I am neither a bigot nor an Irish hater, but it is becoming 
increasingly difficult to remain indifferent while articulate mem- 
bers of a minority, in and out of the church, continue to repre- 
sent themselves as exponents of the “American” point of view. 


Having seen something of “religious liberty” in Spain and in 
Mexico, I think it unfortunate that Protestant clergymen and lay- 
men alike are not more vigorous in expressing our conception of 
religious freedom as interpreted by the overwhelming majority 
of our countrymen. It would be well to remind us—and frequently 
—that this is, after all, a Protestant country. 


Ruth Turner Soper 
New York, N. Y. 


A SACRAMENTAL GIFT 


MY PEOPLE ARE IN DIRE NEED. WE HAVE NOT RAISED ANYTHING FOR 
SEVERAL YEARS. DROUTH AND GRASSHOPPERS GOT EVERYTHING. 


I HAVE NO CAR AND CANNOT GET OUT TO GET SIGNATURES AS 
MUCH AS I WOULD LIKE TO HELP, THEREFORE I AM ENCLOSING $1.00 TO 
AID RUSSIA. I HAVE BEEN HELPING MY OWN PEOPLE SO HAVE NOT MUCH 
LEFT. NEBRASKA DID RAISE GARDENS SO LOTS OF INDIANS ARE THERE 
WORKING. NO RELIEF, NO RATION AND NO WORK PROJECTS HERE. 


THE REV. JOHN BLACK FOX 
ROCKYFORD, SOUTH DAKOTA — 


BOOK BARGAINS 


Days Of Our Years: Pierre van Paassen.......... $1.50 
|The Return To Religion: H. C. Link... wu... 95 
Liberality & Civilization: Gilbert Murray... .50 
1 Change Worlds: Anna Louise Strong -50 
The Golden Book of Religious Verse... 
Chaos In Asia: Hallett Abend ou... 250 
The Web and the Rock: Thomas Wolfe........... 1.00 
Europa In Limbo: Robert Briffault 
The Great Crusade: Gustav Regler 
Married Love: Marie C. Stopes... 00.0.0. cc -50 
The Folklore of Capitalism: Thurman Arnold 1.00 


ONE PROPHET— 
AND ANOTHER 
ETHEL CUTLER 


$1.50 


A sequence of line drawings 
in words suggesting a new and 


Send remmittance, free U.S.A. mailing; 
catalogue. 


Prompt service on all new, current books. 


personalized approach to the 
DOWNTOWN BOOK BAZAAR, 212 B'way, N. Y. C. 


study of the prophets and 
Jesus. A timely book. Jacket 


IME BEST OF THEIR KID design from Chinese window 


Workmanship Unsurpassed Y lattice. 
Outfitters to over 2500 = 


schools, colleges, churches = 


andseminries, «% ~=THE WOMANS PRESS 
~BULP IT scl tang y 600 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 
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AS 
AMERICAN 


as the man for whom 
this hotel was named! 


Hi. genuine spirit of friendliness endeared this Great 
American to a host of people. The Roosevelt man- 
agement maintains this same spirit in running the 
hotel. One will find our staff with that same sincere 
interest in its friends which so characterized T. R. 


THE ROOSEVELT 


* Madison Avenue at 45th St., N. Y. BERNAM G. HINES 
Managing Director 
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4 NewBooks of. special interest to 
readers of VheProtestant Digest 


These are the fiery 28 ser- 
mons preached by Pastor 
Niemoeller during the weeks 
which led to bis arrest. You 
cannot read them without 
being deeply moved and 
inspired. 


"I’m bere to cheer for Robert 
Gessner’s HERE IS MY 
HOME. It’s a solid, exciting 
novel,’? LOUIS ADAMIC 


“A vivid American story 
filled with significance.’’ 
—LOUIS BROMFIELD 


“The author has done an ad- 
mirable job in conveying the 
essential picture of this mod- 
ern Machiavelli.”’ 
—KIMBALL YOUNG 
Professor of Sociology, 
Queens College 


Though the author's true 
name cannot be revealed, be 
is the same expert frequently 
consulted for “inside facts’’ 
by important correspondents, 
including John Gunther, 
Dorothy Thompson, Eric 
Gedye, etc. 


These four important books are available at all bookstores 


ALLIANCE BOOK CORP. 212 Fifth Ave. NEW YO 


1 


GOD IS MY FUEHREE 


The last 28 sermons of Pastor Niemoeller 


“I have read these sermons,”’ says Thomas Mann in his preface, ‘‘with 
the same emotions which stirred the listeners in the overcrowded nay 

when they were delivered; and which led to most unusual scenes, to 
wholly anachronistic happenings, such as people falling on their knees 
on the pavement outside the church, and intoning a hymn,’’ $2.75 


HERE IS MY HOME 


By ROBERT GESSNER 
Author of “Some of My Best Friends Are Jews” 


Can intermarriage survive the violent frictions of today? This is the 
theme of Robert Gessner’s memorable love story of a Jewish immigrant 
who rose to a judgeship and the Gentile wife who fought tooth and nail 
against the rooted prejudices of her own people. Set against the back- 
ground of the pioneering Middle West, this is a towering, magnificent 
novel of intermarriage and adjustment. $2.75 


SATAN IN TOP HAT 


The Biography of Franz von Papen 
By TIBOR KOEVES 


Here, for the first time, is the story of the titanic events on which the 
arch-intriguer of our times fed his lust for power and revenge. Ic tells 
the fantastic story of the man who headed Germany's vast army of spies - 
and saboteurs in America . . . sold out the German people to Hitler. . . 
planned the strategy that destroyed Austria . . . and set the stage for the 
Russo-German Pact. Brilliantly written. Photographs. $3.00 


HITLER’S. COUNTERFEI 
REICH 


By “DR. KARL ROBERT” 
INTRODUCTION BY DOUGLAS MILLER, 
Author of ‘'You Can't Do Business With Hitler’’ 
A fact-filled, concise presentation of the spurious Nazi economy, wii 
example after example showing unanswerably why the German econo 


must crumble. ‘‘Dr. Karl Robert’’ is the pseudonym of an Austri 
business-man-economist in perfect position to write authoritatively. $1. 


the World Today 


. 
x Livinc UNDER TENSION 
By Harry Emerson Fosdick 

“Tt may fall out that some of these very sermons will be read and J 

quoted for generations to come, because they are possessed of = | 


such clear and accurate insight into truth and enunciate such 
undying principles in an hour like this.”—Dallas News. $1.50 


| we MAN THE Master 
| By Gerald Heard 


Man can master the forces that destroy him, the political tyrannies 
that enslave him, the spiritual conflicts that make him impotent. 
Here is a profound and important analysis of mankind’s way 
out. $2.50 


MAKER OF MEN 
By Sherwood Eddy 


A simple and satisfying description of the alchemy of character 
development in the light of the teachings and practice of Jesus, 
_ with suggestions for beginning a personal program of spiritual 
growth. $1.50 


* CHRISTIAN TRUTH IN HISTORY 
By Hugh Miller 


“An antidote to pessimism . . . ought to be the undergirding of 
all who are concerned about a spiritual interpretation of history 

. . one beholds an altogether new set of forces at work in the 
world.” —Christian Register. $2.50 


BRITONS UNDER FIRE 
By John Sutherland Bonnell 


A vivid first-hand account of what is happening to a people facing 
death and destruction. Good reporting that probes beneath the 
surface of routine existence into the minds and souls of real-life 
_ men and women. $2.00 


ARPER & BROTHERS! 


Aa ERS 


most 


FREDRIC 2” MARTHA 


MARCH SCOrT 


in the story of the man who had.one foot in 
heaven—because he was head-over-heels in love.., 


WARNER BROS: TRIUMPH 


Be 


with BEULAH BONDI - 


GENE LOCKHART 
ELISABETH FRASER HARRY DAVENPORT * LAURA HOPE CREWS-GRANT MITCHELL 
Directed by IRVING RAPPER « Ss"xarwch zacoc’ smu, Mea iyo 


* 3 i 
BE SURE TO ASK YOUR THEATRE MANAGER WHEN IT WILL BE SHOWN! 
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